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Marriage and Laws 


I need to respond to William F. Hineser’s 
letter to the editor “Laws About Marriage” 
(April 6 issue) in which he says that the 
First Amendment prohibits both federal 
and state governments from having laws 
regarding marriage and that marriage 
should “be viewed under contract law.” 

First, all law is religious. For instance, 
if I say that thou shall not kill, that is 
based on a belief system that it is wrong 
to kill. Where did it come from that it is 
wrong to kill? Answer: religion. To say 
that religion should not play a role is not 
realistic. More importantly, if you sepa- 
rate morality or religion from law, then 
even actions the great majority of Ameri- 
cans would view as perverted would 
have equal footing. So the question is not 
whether or not religion will play a role. 
The question is what religion shall be 
used as the basis for the law. 

As for the First Amendment, this is 
another area that many really do not un- 
derstand. Whenever you look at history, 
you have to understand the period and 
the environment of that time. At the time 
of the country’s founding, the Christian 
religion had the dominant presence. Any 
good student of Christianity will know 
that whatever makes them a good Chris- 
tian, should also make them a good citi- 
zen. So if these men were going to con- 
sider laws, these laws should not get in 
the way of propagating the gospel. If you 
recall, the foundation of this country was 
based on input from Protestant theolo- 
gians. That would include primarily Bap- 
tists, Presbyterians, Congregationalists, 
etc. So in light of the First Amendment, 
the Founders wanted to ensure that no 
man or woman was forced to be a part of 
specific denomination. Each was free to 
worship within the realm of Christian- 
ity that was commonly understood. The 
intention was to keep the state out of the 
way so as to not hinder the spread of the 
gospel. The primary audience consisted 
of Christians. 

As for the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, you mention the part about life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, say- 
ing that telling “any couple what they 
can or cannot do in regard to marriage 
violates this principle.” Initially, that 
phrase was stated as life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of property. When it was changed 
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to happiness, this was not universally ac- 
cepted. There was some concern about 
how people would view the change. 
Most of the Protestants understood the 
depravity of men. They did a couple of 
things to address this concern. First of 
all, they included statements about prop- 
erty in the Fifth Amendment in the U.S. 
Constitution. It was also included in the 
14th Amendment. In light of the word 
“happiness,” from a Christian perspec- 
tive, they stated that man had unalien- 
able rights that came from God. If that 
is the case, the assumption is that they 
would view happiness based on Chris- 
tian principles. Again, a good student of 
Christianity knows that happiness is not 
guaranteed, but that men had the right to 
pursue happiness within the bounds of 
the moral principles as described by the 
very law that you stated that should not 
be religious. 

There are three things you need to 
consider when reading and making as- 
sessments about the meaning. They are 
context, context, and context. Laws about 
marriage are a given. If not, anything goes! 

LEONARD GILBERT 
Sent via e-mail 


Censorship in 
the United States 


I found your article on the Chinese cen- 
sorship of movies both enlightening and 
worrisome: “Forget North Korea: Watch 
Out for Chinese Censorship of Holly- 
wood” (February 16 issue). Freedom 
of speech is an important liberty in the 
United Sates, and even if it doesn’t exist 
in China, they shouldn’t impose their will 
on us. Although I had absolutely no de- 
sire at all to go and see The Interview, 
people should be allowed to go see it if 
they want to. A movie should not go to 
waste just because someone in a far-off 
country doesn’t like being portrayed in 
a bad light. 
GAVIN LUKANC 
San Jose, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Obama Administration Plotting Adult Vaccination Mandates 


In collaboration with Big Business and special interests, the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services (HHS) is plotting a new 
program to track Americans’ vaccination records, wage a mas- 
sive propaganda campaign to “encourage” more inoculations, 
and foist more controversial vaccines on adults against their will. 
Critics of the scheme, formally dubbed the “National Adult Im- 
munization Plan” (NAIP), say the ultimate goal is to forcibly vac- 
cinate all Americans and move toward a radical new healthcare 
paradigm in which medical “treatment” is delivered at gunpoint. 

The plot was developed by the Obama HHS National Vaccine 


Advisory Committee during its February meeting. If approved by 
federal bureaucrats, the executive-branch assault would, among 
other elements, enlist private businesses, churches, and non-prof- 
it organizations in a nationwide campaign to prod Americans into 
accepting the Obama administration’s perpetually expanding list 
of “recommended” vaccines. The scheme would also offer doc- 
tors and other vaccine providers “incentives” to shred patient pri- 
vacy and feed private medical information into state and federal 
databases to track those who refuse to comply. 

Experts and advocates for medical freedom were outraged 
by the Obama administration’s adult-vaccination scheme. In a 
March 2015 report outlining the plan, Executive Director The- 
resa Wrangham with the National Vaccine Information Center 
urged citizens to fight back immediately. “The NAIP makes it 
clear that in the future, all American adults will be informed of 
the recommended adult schedule at every possible opportunity 
outside the healthcare provider domain.” The vaccine tracking 
databases being developed and already in existence, she added, 
“will be used to identify non-compliers.” 

Various opponents of the plot were urging concerned Ameri- 
cans to submit “public comments” to the federal bureaucrats at 
HHS begging them not to impose it. The public comment pe- 
riod ended in March, and bureaucrats will meet again in June to 
“finalize” their plans. A much better solution, though, would be 
for Congress to defund and abolish all unconstitutional agencies, 
bureaucracies, departments, and programs. 


Bloomberg Pledges $30 Million More to Anti-coal Campaign 


Billionaire Michael Bloomberg pledged $30 million April 8 to the 
Sierra Club’s war on coal, boosting to $110 million the amount 
the former New York mayor and his allies are contributing to 
the environmentalist group’s efforts to shut down coal plants all 
across the country. 

While his reported $50 million campaign for gun control has 
had a negligible effect, Bloomberg has reason to hope his latest 
effort in philanthropic activism will produce more results. With 
an effort spanning 45 states, the Sierra Club claims credit for 
the demise of 188 coal plants whose owners have announced 
plans to close or repurpose them since 2010, Politico reported 
on April 8. The “Beyond Coal” campaign threatens the survival 
of an energy-producing industry beset by Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency regulations and increased competition from wind 
and natural gas. Some in the industry say Bloomberg and other 
backers of the campaign are responsible for lost jobs and higher 
electric bills. 

Bloomberg’s $30 million pledge has encouraged the Sierra 
Club to increase its goals for shutting down the power-producing 
plants. The new goal is to have half of the nation’s coal plants that 
existed in 2010 on the way to retirement by 2017. The previous 
goal was to cut the number by a third, Politico reported. Meeting 
the new goal will mean reducing energy produced by coal plants 
by 88,252 megawatts, in addition to the 77,600 megawatts that 


have already been eliminated, the group said. In a speech to cheer- 
ing volunteers in Washington on April 8, Bloomberg claimed the 
economic benefits of lower energy costs are outweighed by the 
health threats posed by pollution from coal plants. 

“We need energy, nobody disputes that,” the former mayor 
said. “The question is: Do we have to kill ourselves while we’re 
getting it? I don’t think we have to do it, and nor do you.” 


Michael 
Bloomberg 
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INSIDE TRACK 


In California, Exploding “Smart Meters” Spy on Your Water Use 


According to local news reports, more than 5,000 homes in 
Stockton, California, were left without power on March 30 after 
the smart meters on the houses exploded. “Neighbors in the South 
Stockton area described it as a large pop, a bomb going off, and 
strong enough to shake a house,” reported CBS 13 on its website. 
Resident Brad Abernathy was quoted as saying that his neigh- 
bor’s electricity receptacles “are all blackened” from the event. 
Apparently the blasts and resulting damage were caused when a 
truck crashed into a utility pole and two wires touched, produc- 
ing a power surge that blew up the unstable meters. The damage 
reportedly varies by house, and a spokesperson for the utility said 
that home appliances may have also been damaged in the surge. 
Electrical panels were being replaced as well. 

Exploding smart meters are hardly unique to Stockton. All 
across the United States, Canada, and beyond, the controver- 
sial meters for electricity- and water-use monitoring have been 
randomly catching on fire and even exploding. After a series of 
fires and explosions involving the meters last year, one of the 
top manufacturers of the “smart” monitoring devices, taxpayer- 
funded, North Carolina-based Sensus, sparked even more con- 
troversy with a stunning admission. “Our experience has shown 
that these issues are systemic in the industry,” Sensus President 
Randy Bays admitted in a statement at the time, giving even more 
credence to the widespread safety concerns expressed by critics 
of the smart-meter rollout. 

In addition to the danger of the meters catching fire, the law- 


less surveillance and control over citizens is something critics of 
smart meters have been warning about for many years. “Smart 
Meters are designed to provide government with detailed infor- 
mation on your energy use, your movements in your home, the 
way you use your personal private time, and even how many 
people are in your home at any given time,” explained Tom De- 
Weese, chief of the liberty-minded American Policy Center. “It 
is an unconstitutional invasion of your home by government, as 
set down in the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.” 


AP Images 


Kansas First State to Ban Second-trimester Abortion Method 


Sam 
Brownback 


AP Images 


Kansas became the first state to ban a controversial second-tri- 
mester abortion method on April 7 when Governor Sam Brown- 
back signed a bill that will impose a ban, effective July 1, on the 
“dilation and evacuation” abortion procedure. 

The law redefines that procedure as “dismemberment abor- 
tion.” The procedure accounted for approximately nine percent 
of the abortions in Kansas last year, reported CBS News on April 
7. The state already bans most abortions after the 22nd week. 

The measure was drafted by the National Right to Life Com- 
mittee, an organization that has targeted second-trimester abor- 
tions for their brutality. “The Unborn Child Protection from Dis- 


memberment Abortion Act is the first of what we hope will be 
many state laws banning dismemberment abortions,” Carol To- 
bias, president of National Right to Life, told the New York Times 
April 7. “This law has the power to transform the landscape of 
abortion policy in the United States.” 

The new law has made an exception to the ban when it is 
necessary to save the life of the mother or prevent irreversible 
damage to her physical health. 

Pro-abortion groups have defended the procedure, stating it is 
the safest for women who seek to terminate their pregnancies in 
the second trimester. Quoting gynecologist Kathleen Morrell, a 
fellow for the pro-abortion group Physicians for Reproductive 
Health, the New York Times reported, “Alternatives in the second 
trimester, like medically induced, nonsurgical abortions, are more 
dangerous for some women, can involve days of uncertain wait- 
ing and may require access to hospital facilities.” 

Doctors who violate the law would be charged with a mis- 
demeanor in the first offense and with a felony for successive 
violations. 

The Zimes noted that Trust Women and Planned Parenthood of 
Kansas and Mid-Missouri are considering challenging the law in 
court. “We will become a bellwether for future introductions of 
this bill in the states,” said Laura McQuade, president and CEO 
of the Kansas Planned Parenthood chapter. Hf 


Former Fed Chief Now Feels Free to Speak His Mind 
“Now that I am a civilian again, I can once more comment on economic 
and financial issues without my words being put under a microscope by 
Fed watchers. I hope to educate, and I hope to learn something as well.” 
Now a resident fellow at the Brookings Institution, Ben Bernanke ex- 
pects to be more forthright than he admittedly was when leading the 
Federal Reserve. Ben 

Bernanke 


AP Images 


She Expects Her Republican Colleagues to Get Their Act Together 
“From my perspective, I think in 2014 people voted against Obama, not necessarily for Republicans. 
And now we have two years to show we can govern.” 

A former combat Air Force pilot who completed 26 years of military service, Representative Martha 
McSally (R-Ariz.) doesn’t want the GOP merely to go through some motions. She credits her narrow 
victory over an incumbent in the 2014 election to public disdain for President Obama. 


Somali Leader Boasts After His Countrymen Killed 147 Non-combatants 

“Our Mujahideen brothers today managed to carry out a successful operation in Garissa town. We told 

the Kenyans to withdraw their army from Somalia. They did not want to listen to us, so this is our mes- 

sage to them.” 

Practically all the victims at the college in Kenya were students slain in their residences. That didn’t 

bother Sheikh Abdiasis Abu Musab, who saluted the work of the Somali raiders, who spared Muslim 
students while separating and murdering those who were Christians. 


Missouri Congressman Insists Congress Must Have a Role 

“We will not stand by and allow the president to unilaterally enact bad 
energy policies that hurt our nation’s poorest families and young people 
the most. I'll continue working with my colleagues to ensure American 
voices are heard.” 

After President Obama’s plan to cut greenhouse gases was given to the 
United Nations and not to Congress, Representative Roy Blunt (R- Mo.) 
took a strong stand against the obvious intent to bypass the Constitution’s 
requirement that Congress make the nation’s laws. 
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President Aids “Gay Rights” Revolution Overseas 

“Tt is incredible. I am amazed what the U.S. is doing to help us. We are used to struggling and not find- 
ing any support.” 

The editor of a homosexual advocacy magazine in Poland, Mariusz Kurc gleefully pointed to funding 
received from the U.S. government. The State Department has spent $12 million on pro-gay projects in 
more than 50 countries. 


Federal Judge Continues His Refusal to Allow Executive Action on Immigration 

“Whether by ignorance, omission, purposeful misdirection, or because they were misled by their clients, 
the attorneys for the government misrepresented the facts. Fabrications, misstatements, half-truths, art- 
ful omissions, and the failure to correct misstatements may be acceptable, albeit lamentable, in other 
aspects of life but [not] in the courtroom.” 

Denying the plea by government lawyers to allow President Obama’s 
executive decrees dealing with illegal immigrants to take effect, Judge 
Andrew Hanen refused to lift the injunction he placed on the president’s 
attempt to proceed without Congress. 


Atlanta Educators Jailed for Racketeering 

“T don’t like to send anybody to jail. But they have made their bed, and 

they’re going to have to lie in it. It starts today.” 

Driven by a desire to collect bonuses and build professional reputations, 11 

educators were convicted of cheating and making false statements. County 

Judge Jerry Baxter ordered most of the 11 defendants jailed immediately. @ Jerry 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus Baxter 
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ECONOMY 


Why Are They Barely 
Treading Water? 


The Left is correct that the top one percent of Americans have gotten richer while the bottom 
99 percent have stagnated, but they couldn’t be more wrong about the reasons why. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


“Since 1980, guess how much of the 
growth in income the 90% got? Noth- 
ing. None. Zero. In fact, it’s worse than 
that. The average family not in the top 
10% makes less money than a genera- 
tion ago.” 

— Senator Elizabeth Warren (D-Mass.), 
ina January 7, 2015 speech to the AFL-CIO 
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arren’s source for this claim 

was the leftist Economic Pol- 

icy Institute, based on data 
from French economist Thomas Piketty 
and French-American Professor Em- 
manuel Saez of the University of Cali- 
fornia at Berkeley. Piketty has become 
something of a celebrity because of his 
trumpeting of data about the increasing 
divergence in income ratios between the 


poor and the richest Americans. Piketty 
and most other leftists blame the free 
market for this divergence, even though 
the level of government intervention in 
the U.S. economy has never been great- 
er. Warren added in the same speech, 
“When all the varnish is removed, trick- 
le-down just means helping the biggest 
corporations and the richest people in 
this country, and claiming that those big 
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corporations and rich people could be 
counted to create an economy that would 
work for everyone else.” 

Warren’s remarks reflect a long, droning 
chorus among the political Left in America. 
Thomas Piketty’s Capital in the Twenty- 
First Century claims the fact that “the high- 
est incomes and largest fortunes are taxed 
at significantly higher (or lower) rates can 
have a strong influence on the structure of 
inequality.... The spectacular decrease in 
the progressivity of the income tax in the 
United States and Britain since 1980, even 
though both countries had been among the 
leaders in progressive taxation after World 
War II, probably explains much of the in- 
crease in the very highest earned incomes.” 

Probably? 

That word suggests not only doubt, 
but a lack of investigatory research and 
knowledge — and rightfully so. In fact, 
while there is data to back up the claim the 
richest have grown richer while everyone 
else has stagnated since the 1970s, there’s 
no data to back up the claim free enterprise 
or lower income tax rates is to blame. 

That pretty much sums up the research of 
Piketty and others making similar claims: 
They do a pretty good job of regurgitating 
government income statistics that describe 
how the wealth of the very richest has in- 
creased in recent decades as everyone else’s 
wealth has stagnated, while doing little re- 
search on why this has happened. 
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Crony capitalism central: The Federal Reserve Bank is the largest source of crony capitalism in 


If only those with $20 million or more in net worth 
are getting richer, then the idea that lower income 
tax rates since the 1970s are the primary reason for 
increasing income inequality does not hold water. 


Those making claims akin to Piketty’s 
suppose that top-level tax cuts have result- 
ed in limiting government revenue from 
top earners, revenue that is no longer re- 
distributed to the poor, impoverishing 
them. Of course, government subsidies for 
the poor have not been reduced in recent 
decades as a proportion of the economy 
as a whole; however, even if there were 
indeed reduced subsidies for the poor, 
that only could theoretically explain a 
small part of why some of the very poor- 
est in America have lost ground in recent 
decades — if it were true. But it would 
reveal absolutely zero about middle-class 
income stagnation, as the middle class has 
traditionally not qualified for government 
redistributive subsidies. 

Moreover, if the super-rich were getting 
richer simply because of lower maximum 
income tax rates, not just the super-rich 
would be getting richer. Yet economists 
have been able to pinpoint the increase in 
wealth of the wealthy even more tightly, 
with Emmanuel Saez (UC-Berkeley) and 
Gabriel Zucman (London School of Eco- 


the world today, transferring some $2 trillion directly to Wall Street financial institutions. The Fed 
creates money and transfers it, diminishing the value of the dollars, impoverishing all money- 
holders through inflation, except the politically connected institutions receiving the transfers. 
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nomics) noting of income inequality: “The 
rise of wealth inequality is almost entire- 
ly due to the rise of the top 0.1% wealth 
share, from 7% in 1979 to 22% in 2012 — 
a level almost as high as in 1929.” 

If only those with $20 million or more 
in net worth are getting richer, then the 
idea that lower income tax rates since the 
1970s are the primary reason for increas- 
ing income inequality does not hold water. 

So why did the very rich get richer 
while the rest of the nation is barely tread- 
ing water economically? In a complicated 
economy, there’s never just one reason 
why massive demographic trends occur. 
But here are a few of the reasons that ex- 
plain most of the divergence that can be 
found by following the money. 


1. Federal Reserve Bank 

The largest reason for the sinking middle 
and lower income classes has been the 
Federal Reserve Bank, which has been ac- 
tively devaluing the dollar since the 1971 
collapse of the Bretton Woods system that 
linked the dollar to gold. The Federal Re- 
serve has hurt the poor and middle classes 
with both direct and indirect programs, 
and the indirect impact of inflation may be 
the most important, even if it is the hardest 
to measure. 

Income disparity between the top one 
percent of Americans and everyone else 
hit an all-time Jow in 1974-75, accord- 
ing to Thomas Piketty’s figures, which 
was just after the 1973-74 recession and 
not long after the collapse of the Bretton 
Woods system that tied the U.S. dollar to 
gold. The Paris School of Economics da- 
tabase places the top 0.1 percent’s share 
of income at its nadir the same year as the 
collapse of Bretton Woods, in 1971 at 1.91 
percent of total U.S. income. The early 
1970s marked the commencement of an 
era of non-stop expansion of the money 
supply (inflation), resulting in rising 
prices that robbed poor and middle-class 
Americans on fixed incomes of much of 
their wealth and income. The dollar has 
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lost 83 percent of its value since 1971. It’s 
perhaps no coincidence that the rich — 
who typically keep a much smaller share 
of their wealth in cash and instead invest 
it in hard assets such as stocks and real 
estate — have not experienced the same 
type of economic distress or devaluation 
of their property as working people. 

Not only that, but when the Federal 
Reserve pumps new money into the 
economy through the banking system, 
the negative impact this inflation has 
on prices does not take place immedi- 
ately. Put simply, those who get this new 
money first are able to spend it prior to 
the price rise caused by the inflation. And 
who gets the new money first? Large 
Wall Street-connected banks, of course. 
And those banks are generally owned by 
the super-rich. 

More recently the Federal Reserve 
Bank has been aiding the very rich direct- 
ly, providing subsidies to them, and the 
largest of these has been its “Quantitative 
Easing” (QE) program — the process of 
creating money out of thin air. From 2007 
to present, the Federal Reserve Bank’s 
balance sheet has been increased from 
less than $1 trillion to more than $4.2 
trillion. About half of that increase has 
gone directly to Wall Street banks, as the 
Fed has purchased mortgage-backed se- 
curities and loans (the other half has been 
the purchase of federal debt). With a total 
net worth of all American households of 
$81.3 trillion, the $2 trillion transfer to 
the largest Wall Street banks since 2007 
has been a significant transfer of wealth 
to the very richest institutions in a very 
short time. 

There are two other significant results 
that also tend to impoverish the middle 
class and poor. First, because all of this 
money was created out of thin air, the 
transfer of wealth to the richest Wall Street 
financial institutions tend to decrease the 
value of currency and wealth held by ev- 
eryone else. This happens because there 
are more dollars in the economy chasing 
the same goods. 


Creating wealth abroad: Multilateral trade agreements allow a global market in labor where 
American manufacturers compete with workers in China (such as at the Nike factory shown 
above), Indonesia, Pakistan, and India. The result has been an historic increase in living 
standards in those countries and downward pressure on wages in the United States. 


Second, the Federal Reserve has sup- 
pressed interest rates, both through the 
purchase of federal securities through 
the other half of its QE program de- 
scribed above and through its Federal 
Funds discount window to member 
banks — a process that has been ongo- 
ing for decades. Artificially lowering 
interest rates tends to encourage spend- 
ing and borrowing, while punishing 
savings. As a result, the savings rates of 
American workers are at historic lows, 
and are among the lowest in the indus- 
trialized world. Workers who save and 
put their money in the bank see their 
savings stolen through inflation, or they 
herd their funds into hard assets such 
as stocks, commodities, and real estate. 
This diverts and magnifies inflation to 
these sectors, which has in just the last 
15 years created two economic bubbles 
and economic crashes. 

In addition to the Fed’s “Quantitative 
Easing” program, the Fed engaged in a 
separate, secret lending program to in- 


The largest reason for the sinking middle and lower in- 
come classes has been the Federal Reserve Bank, which 
has been actively devaluing the dollar since 1971. 
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sider Wall Street banks during the crisis 
of 2008-10. The super-rich Wall Street 
speculators who engaged in risky real 
estate loans, such as sub-prime loans or 
credit-default swaps, were simply bailed 
out by the Federal Reserve. Meanwhile, 
Main Street investors and homeowners 
had to file bankruptcy and faced a real 
risk of losses in the real estate crash. 

The bank bailout program involved 
$16 trillion in loans, of which more than 
85 percent went to the 20 largest banks 
in the world. While the loans were short- 
term, and rarely included outstanding 
cash loans of more than $1 billion at any 
particular time, the program amounted 
to a bailout for the richest financial in- 
stitutions on the planet with taxpayer 
backing. A July 2011 Government Ac- 
countability Office report on the bailout 
noted, “We found that the Federal Re- 
serve Board had not fully documented 
the reasons for extending credit on terms 
similar to those of PDCF [Primary Deal- 
er Credit Facility] to U.S. and London- 
based affiliates of a few primary deal- 
ers — Goldman Sachs, Morgan Stanley, 
and Merrill Lynch.” In other words, the 
Fed didn’t even have a stated or valid 
reason for putting taxpayers at risk for 
bailing out their super-rich friends on 
Wall Street. 
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Multilateral trade agreements such as 
NAFTA and the GATT/World Trade Or- 
ganization have also had a downward in- 
fluence on the labor market in the United 
States, leading to the outsourcing of some 
jobs while causing wage stagnation in 
other fields. 

The seven rounds of the GATT (General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade) negotia- 
tions — which were replaced in 1995 by 
the World Trade Organization — progres- 
sively lowered import taxes (tariffs) and 
other export barriers around the world 
since the 1940s. The result of these agree- 
ments has been a global free market in 
labor. While most free trade economists 
would cheer the lowered tariffs created by 
the agreements (though perhaps not the in- 
ternational governmental bodies they cre- 
ated) as a net positive for global wealth, 
that increased wealth does not get spread 
equally among countries, or even equally 
among the people in a particular country. 

Free market economics postulates that 
lowering a tariff and replacing it with noth- 
ing tends to increase aggregate trade and 
wealth. Of course, in the United States, the 
tariff wasn’t replaced by nothing; it was 
replaced by higher income taxes. Today, 
the tariff is at an all-time low and amounts 
to less than one percent of federal revenue, 


compared to 44 percent of federal revenue 
in 1913 — the year the income tax law was 
enacted. The tariff was the sole peacetime 
source of revenue for the U.S. federal gov- 
ernment before the Civil War, and contin- 
ued to remain the primary revenue source 
until it was gradually replaced by income 
and payroll taxes. Meanwhile, federal cor- 
porate subsidies have burgeoned and have 
become the primary source of economic 
protectionism, again to the benefit of the 
wealthy elites. 

The rest of the world, however, is a dif- 
ferent story. The new global labor market 
has produced dramatic results in pulling 
more people around the world out of abso- 
lute poverty than ever before. Back in 1990, 
the United Nations set Millennium Goals 
of reducing global absolute poverty (those 
living on less than $1.25 per day) by half 
before 2015. The goal was accomplished 
years early, even if the UN had zero role in 
its accomplishment. The World Bank web- 
site reports: “According to the most recent 
estimates, in 2011, 17 percent of people 
in the developing world lived at or below 
$1.25 a day. That’s down from 43 percent 
in 1990 and 52 percent in 1981.” The result 
of the World Trade Organization has been 
an historic lift out of poverty for many of 
the world’s most populous nations engaged 
in the global marketplace. For example, ab- 
solute poverty in: 
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Lehman’s bad timing: Lehman Brothers’ CEO Dick Fuld (left) was forced to declare bankruptcy 
in 2008 just weeks before Congress passed the TARP bailout. But Fuld cried his way to the bank, 
keeping millions in salary and benefits from the company he drove into the financial ditch with 


risky housing derivatives. 
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¢ China was reduced from 60.2 percent in 
1990 to less than 11.8 percent by 2009; 

¢ India was reduced from 49.4 percent in 
1994 to 32.7 percent in 2010; 

¢ Indonesia was reduced from 54.3 percent 
in 1990 to 16.2 percent in 2011; and 

¢ Pakistan was reduced from 64.7 percent 
in 1990 to 21 percent in 2008. 

Moreover, NAFTA had a significant 
impact on Mexican poverty. Mexican ab- 
solute poverty fell from 7.9 percent of the 
population in 1996 — two years after the 
NAFTA agreement took force — to just 
0.7 percent of the population by 2010. 
This alleviation of poverty has not uni- 
versally taken root. Totalitarian regimes 
such as North Korea, Vietnam, some Af- 
rican and Eastern European dictatorships, 
and nations engaged in civil war saw little 
economic gain. But the transfer of Nike 
footwear factories to Indonesia, iPhone 
and automobile factories to China, and call 
centers to India and Pakistan — among 
other job transfers — has raised living 
standards in those countries. 

International trade is not a zero-sum 
game. Both parties to a trade necessarily 
benefit, and it’s likely the world is bet- 
ter off for more trade under almost any 
circumstances. Yet there’s no doubt that 
American workers are paying a price for 
the free market in labor in the post-tariff 
world market. It may be that the price is 
worth paying to a Christian nation in- 
clined to charity and general beneficence. 
But it’s likely that most Americans remain 
unaware they are paying that price. 

The impact on American workers’ pay 
is a bit more difficult to measure macro- 
economically because of the many vari- 
ables in the U.S. economy. American 
consumers have definitely benefited from 
more inexpensive foreign-made consumer 
goods, but they also unquestionably have 
lost the manufacturing jobs they would 
have had under the old tariff system (even 
if the tariff was low and designed for the 
sole purpose of raising tax revenue). 

American workers’ wages have not 
equalized down to those of workers in 
Mexico or China, nor should anyone ex- 
pect that to happen. Business decisions 
on where to locate a factory or other pro- 
duction facility depend upon a number of 
variables, including the skill level of the 
labor force, supply chain logistics, local 
infrastructure, domestic corporate tax 
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The Fed didn’t even have a Stated or valid reason for 
putting taxpayers at risk for bailing out their super-rich 


friends on Wall Street. 


rates, etc. The cost of labor is only one 
factor, and the United States has many ad- 
vantages over other countries with respect 
to most of the other variables. 

But there are also factors that contrib- 
ute to the hemorrhaging of manufacturing 
jobs. The high U.S. corporate income tax 
rate (nearly 40 percent between combined 
state and federal corporate income taxes) 
is the highest among developed nations 
and has led to massive capital flight from 
the United States, and investment in job- 
creation abroad. 

Corporate income tax rates are in a 
“race to the bottom,” according to Pik- 
etty, who suggests that “the recent rise of 
tax competition in a world of free-flow- 
ing capital has led many governments to 
exempt capital income from the progres- 
sive income tax.... The result is an endless 
race to the bottom, leading, for example, 
to cuts in corporate tax rates and to the 
exemption of interest, dividends, and 
other financial revenues from the taxes to 
which labor incomes are subject,” which, 
again, he sees as leaving less money for 
redistribution. 

A bigger problem for the American 
middle class is that the United States is 
losing this race to the bottom, costing the 
country jobs. America’s high-end 35-per- 
cent federal corporate income tax has led 
to the off-shoring of massive amounts of 
corporate profits. Rather than declare a 
profit, be taxed, and invest the remainder 
in the United States, global giants such as 
Google and Apple simply reinvest their 
profits in factories abroad in nations with 
lower tax rates, instead of declaring the 
income in the United States. In a world 
where capital knows no patriotism, the 
U.S. Treasury has seen a lot of greenback 
Benedict Arnolds under the new global 
trade architecture. 


3. Crony Capitalism: TARP, Ex-Im 
Bank, Green Energy Tax Credits, 

Farm Subsidies 

Another major reason the rich are getting 
richer and the poor and middle class are 
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mired in economic stasis is because of 
crony corporate bailouts provided by the 
likes of the 2008 TARP bill, the Export- 
Import Bank, the Overseas Private Invest- 
ment Corporation (OPIC), and a host of 
federal government programs that guar- 
antee profits to politically connected cor- 
porations that take casino-style risks with 
everyone else’s dollars. 

Take, for instance, the fate of Lehman 
Brothers CEO Dick Fuld. (Lehman Broth- 
ers was a securities company specializing 
in investment banking, trading, and under- 
writing new issues of stocks and bonds.) 
Fuld was the first CEO of Lehman Broth- 
ers after American Express spun off its 
investment banking division and made it 
an independent company largely owned 
by American Express shareholders, and 
he had a hand in taking Lehman Brothers 
public on the New York Stock Exchange in 
1994 as its first independent CEO. While 
Fuld drove the company into the ground 
with investments in ever-more-risky cred- 
it-default swaps, he took in nearly $500 


million in salary and bonuses. Even when 
the housing industry bubble was blowing 
up, Fuld took credit for increased profits 
and demanded a higher salary from his 
board. He took a salary of $20 million 
in 2007, the year before the Wall Street 
behemoth declared bankruptcy. When the 
bubble popped and his 110-year-old firm 
went bankrupt, tens of thousands of stock- 
holders lost their entire investment. In the 
aftermath, Fuld packed his bags for the 
$13.75 million mansion he had just sold 
to his wife for a mere $100 (in order to 
shelter his wealth from lawsuits). 

In the end, Fuld was handsomely reward- 
ed for driving his company into the ground. 
Meanwhile, pension funds and mutual 
funds across the nation that had invested in 
Lehman Brothers took a major hit. 

And in the whole scheme of things on 
Wall Street, Fuld actually did suffer a little 
bit — at least comparatively — for being 
a scam artist. He actually lost some of his 
millions as his stock shares shrunk to zero; 
taxpayer bailouts didn’t come on line until 
after the Lehman bankruptcy. Most major 
financial institutions and their executives 
got off far easier thereafter. Immediately 
following Lehman’s bankruptcy, Congress 
passed the $700 billion TARP bailout bill. 
With TARP, corporate profits were priva- 
tized and losses were socialized. The bill 


“Government Motors”: General Motors received the lion’s share of the $80 billion auto bailout, 
and taxpayers will never recover most of their investment. It would have been cheaper for 
taxpayers to give each auto worker $200,000 to look for a new job than to fund the bailout. 
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bailed out the biggest Wall Street gamblers 
with taxpayer dollars, and later General 
Motors and Chrysler Corporation as well. 
The $80 billion given to General Motors 
— most of which will never be repaid to 
the U.S. Treasury — was yet another case 
ofa giant, politically connected corporation 
being bailed out by taxpayers. The sum of 
the GM bailout was so great that it would 
have been cheaper for taxpayers to give 
every GM employee $200,000 to go out 
and find a new job rather than do a bailout. 

It’s obviously no coincidence that most 
of the giant financial institutions bailed 
out through the TARP legislation were 
corporate members of the Council on For- 
eign Relations, an organization with a tiny 
membership of just a few thousand but 
which is a Washington-New York power 
axis of corporate executives, politicians, 
media, academia, and the military. For ex- 
ample, bailout recipients of TARP funds 
included then-CFR corporate members 
AIG (an insurance giant), Goldman Sachs, 
Bank of America/Merrill Lynch, JP Mor- 
ganChase, and Citi. During the crisis, the 
CFR had the luxury to organize a confer- 
ence call with Obama’s Treasury Secretary 
Tim Geithner (also a CFR member). 

The federal government is also pres- 
ently funding dozens of crony capitalist 
programs through longstanding agencies 
such as the Export-Import Bank, OPIC, 
and even the Marketing Promotion Pro- 
gram of the U.S. Department of Agricul- 
ture. The subsidies those entities provide 
must be added to the myriad “green en- 
ergy” subsidies given to companies by the 
federal government. In general, the giant, 
politically connected corporations with 
the most lawyers, accountants, and lobby- 
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ists are the ones who win the biggest con- 
tracts through federal subsidy programs. 

Though the government and the corpo- 
rations involved would like taxpayers to 
believe that the middle class is actually 
benefiting from the payouts, the evidence 
shows otherwise. 

The Ex-Im Bank, which provides loan 
guarantees for product sales in foreign 
countries (guaranteeing the U.S. compa- 
nies against loss), claims to have support- 
ed 1.2 million U.S. jobs over the last five 
years, or about 250,000 in the last year. 
That’s about 800 jobs per “transaction.” 
The Wall Street Journal backed the claim, 
writing, “Nearly 90% of the bank’s deals 
last year, covering more than $5 billion in 
financing and insurance, directly served 
small companies.” But that 90-percent 
figure is based on counting “transactions,” 
not on the amount of money disseminated. 
In reality, more than three-quarters of the 
bank’s funding subsidized giant corpora- 
tions. And the Ex-Im Bank, the Journal 
noted, “includes firms with as many as 
1,500 workers or revenue of up to $21.5 
million annually” as “small businesses.” 

The largest corporate client of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank is Boeing, the Seattle- 
based airplane manufacturer, and the giant 
deals made on behalf of Boeing have given 
the bank the nickname “Bank of Boeing.” 
CNSNews.com noted, “In the 17 years 
from 1997 to 2013, according to the bank’s 
annual reports, the bank issued 1,046 loan 
guarantees (worth $142,870,200,824). 
426 of these — or 40.7 percent — went to 
organizations that were using their U.S.- 
government guaranteed loan to buy prod- 
ucts from Boeing.” Essentially, the bank 
guarantees sale of airplanes to foreign air- 
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“Bank of Boeing”: The federal government's 
Export-Import Bank has been labeled the 
“Bank of Boeing” by critics because such 

a large share of the loan guarantees the 
taxpayer-backed institution makes is to the 
aerospace giant. 


lines that compete for customers against 
US. airlines, allowing the foreign airlines 
to buy aircraft at undermarket rates. Delta 
Airlines claims that Ex-Im Bank has cost 
it some 7,500 jobs, because Ex-Im Bank 
subsidizes Delta’s foreign competitors. 

Lost jobs aren’t the only way the Ameri- 
can middle class loses in the deals. If the 
loans go bad, the taxpayers pony up to pay 
the losses. The bank recently approved a 
$694 million loan to Australia’s richest 
woman. According to Australia’s Sydney 
Morning Herald, “In return for the US 
government loan, Hancock Prospecting 
will purchase American mining and rail 
equipment from Caterpillar, General Elec- 
tric and Atlas Copco. The Export-Import 
Bank says their involvement will ‘sup- 
port’ 3400 US jobs.” But if the loan goes 
bad (and the Sydney Morning Herald re- 
ported in February that it was over-budget 
and behind schedule), U.S. taxpayers will 
pay out to ensure that the big corporations 
keep making profits. 

OPIC, a quasi-private corporation char- 
tered and funded by Congress to encour- 
age U.S. companies to invest in emerg- 
ing markets and boost America’s foreign 
policy efforts by providing “investors 
with financing, guarantees, political risk 
insurance, and support for private equity 
investment funds,” also favors giant cor- 
porations. For example, in 2013 alone, 
OPIC gave Citibank more than $115 mil- 
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lion in loan guarantees. Wells Fargo re- 
ceived guarantees for $700 million during 
the same period. Though OPIC boasts of 
its small business loans, its loans often run 
at cross purposes with American jobs, and 
even national security. In 2004, OPIC even 
approved a loan to open a tannery in Mali 
so that the U.S. military could outsource 
the making of its leather gloves. 

Under the guise of “green energy,” the 
federal government has given more bil- 
lions of dollars in subsidies to the rich 
and well connected, often for failed cor- 
porations such as Solyndra ($535 mil- 
lion), Abound Solar ($469.2 million), and 
A123 Systems ($390 million). Probably 
the biggest “green” subsidy recipient has 
been Tesla Motors, which manufactures 
expensive battery-powered automobiles. 
National Review’s Phil Kerpen explained 
how the rich gain at the expense of the 
middle class in this case: “Every time 
a Tesla is sold, we witness a transfer of 
wealth to a rich hobbyist (most Teslas are 
their owners’ third or fourth car), while 
average Americans are on the hook for at 
least $30,000 in federal and state subsi- 
dies. Tesla is more a regulatory arbitrageur 
than an auto manufacturer.” 

Ironically, the one industry that takes in 
very little in the form of taxpayer subsidies 
is the much-demonized oil industry. Last 
year, claims about big oil “subsidies” were 
phony. What were deemed “subsidies” for 
big oil were actually tax cuts, not cash sub- 
sidies or loans from taxpayers. Oil compa- 
nies were given special depreciation rules 
for deducting genuine expenses from their 
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Populistic puffery: 
Leftist Senator Elizabeth 
Warren (D-Mass.) 

has made rousing 
speeches against crony 
capitalism, but they are 
examples of hypocrisy. 
Warren’s voting record 
in favor of “green” 
energy and Ex-Im Bank 
subsidies, and her 
speeches defending 
Federal Reserve Bank 
secrecy, may make 

her the worst crony 
capitalist in the U.S. 
Senate. 


tax bills. In fact, nearly all of the more than 
$3.4 billion the Department of Energy spent 
in 2013 provided cash and loans for renew- 
able energy pet projects now in vogue with 
the political Left. 

The list of corporate welfare goes on and 
on. The federal government has hundreds 
of different crony capitalist programs, sub- 
sidizing corporate giants such as McDon- 
ald’s and Blue Diamond, as well as giant 
industry associations such as the Cotton 
Council International and the U.S. Meat 
Export Federation. Isn’t it convenient that 
H&R Block — which spent a small for- 
tune lobbying for passage of ObamaCare, 
the healthcare plan that is driving up 
health insurance premiums for the middle 
class — has just finished engaging in a tax 
season advertising campaign to cash in on 
the more complex income tax forms that 
must now be filed? 
Senator Elizabeth Warren has made a name 
for herself with stirring speeches claiming 
she is standing up for the poor and middle 
class against the super-rich. On January 7, 
she told the AFL-CIO, “Pretty much the 
whole Republican Party — and, if we’re 
going to 
be honest, 
too many 
Democrats 
— talked 
about the 
evils of 
‘big gov- 
ernment’ 


and called for deregulation. It sounded 
good, but it was really about tying the 
hands of regulators and turning loose big 
banks and giant international corporations 
to do whatever they wanted to do — turn- 
ing them loose to rig the markets and re- 
duce competition, to outsource more jobs, 
to load up on more risks and hide behind 
taxpayer guarantees, to sell more mort- 
gages and credit cards that cheated people.” 

That sounds good, until you look at the 
record. It wasn’t a lack of government ac- 
tion in the form of reduced regulation that 
created the increasing income gap, but gov- 
ernment inflation and cronyism. A majority 
of House Republicans opposed the TARP 
bailout, and every single House Republi- 
can supports a public audit of the Federal 
Reserve. Meanwhile, Warren’s Democrats 
were the margin of passage for TARP back 
in 2008. Republicans, however, are far 
more likely to back multilateral trade agree- 
ments such as NAFTA, the WTO, and the 
upcoming Trans-Pacific Partnership. 

Moreover, Warren may be the very worst 
crony capitalist on Capitol Hill. She has 
voted to continue funding for the Export- 
Import Bank, and she openly backs “in- 
vesting in clean energy technology” at the 
federal level. And she has publicly opposed 
a Federal Reserve audit, choosing instead 
to keep the operations of the central bank’s 
crony capitalism shrouded in mystery. 

If there is any leadership on Capitol Hill 
to oppose crony capitalism, it won’t be 
found in pseudo-populists such as Eliza- 
beth Warren, but rather in the handful of 
congressmen who are sponsoring bills to 
rein in the Federal Reserve Bank and abol- 
ish crony capitalism, i.e., members of the 
House Liberty Caucus. But the real lead- 
ership against cronyism and inflation has 
to come from an educated and engaged 
American people, not from Washington. 
Only when Americans rise up and de- 
mand a new direction from their leaders 
will policies crushing the poor and middle 
class cease. 
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No ULLIFICATION 
Thwarting the “Monster,” One State at a Time 


States across the nation are initiating laws to curb federal power within their borders — 
surprisingly the efforts are coming from both ends of the political spectrum. 


by Jack Kenny 


hose who say “You can’t fight 
| City Hall” might not have noticed 
that many of their own elected 
legislators are standing up in opposition 
to an even bigger government. Instead of 
merely complaining about a continuing 
federal overreach that usurps the powers 
of “the States, respectively, or the people,” 
some state representatives and senators are 
doing something about it. As the Wash- 
ington, D.C., newspaper The Hill reported 
earlier this year, more than 200 bills have 
been introduced in state capitols to forbid 
the implementation within their respective 
borders of federal laws and regulations 
that the bills’ sponsors claim violate the 
Constitution of the United States. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


“You have a choice,” Diane St. Onge, 
a Republican state representative in Ken- 
tucky, told The Hill. “To sit back and not 
do anything or say anything and let over- 
regulation continue — or you have the 
alternative choice to speak up about it 
and say, ‘We know what you are doing or 
intend to do and we do not think that it 
is constitutional and we as a state are not 
going to stand for it.’” 

St. Onge has introduced H.B. 13 to 
nullify federal gun control laws within 
Kentucky. Similar legislation has been 
introduced in seven other states, The Hill 
reported. “This law is saying the sheriff 
and those under him do not have to fol- 
low federal regulations,” St. Onge said. 
Other bills awaiting action in state capi- 
tols declare void within their respective 


state lines federal legislation dealing with 
the production of hemp and experimental 
medical treatments. West Virginia, for ex- 
ample, is one of 20 states where legislation 
has been introduced to allow terminally ill 
patients access to drugs not approved by 
the Food and Drug Administration. The 
list of other states considering the same or 
similar legislation includes Oregon, Cali- 
fornia, Utah, Texas, Virginia, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Maine, 
Indiana, and Tennessee. 

Florida has a bill to legalize and reg- 
ulate the production of hemp, an effort 
that has yet to receive the support needed 
for passage in Congress. “All politics is 
local,” said state Representative Rehwin- 
kel Vasilinda, the Democrat who intro- 
duced the bill. “We have the authority to 
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Other bills awaiting action in state Capitols declare 


void within their respective state lines federal 
legislation dealing with the production of hemp and 
experimental medical treatments. 


solve our own problems at the state and 
local levels — that’s what is great about 
the United States.” 


A Limited “Supremacy” 

The Constitution of the United States con- 
tains a “supremacy clause,” declaring in 
Article VI: 


The Constitution and the Laws of the 
United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof ... shall be the 
supreme Law of the Land; and the 
Judges in every State shall be bound 
thereby, any Thing in the Constitu- 
tion or Laws of any State to the Con- 
trary notwithstanding. 


But the 10th Amendment, the last article 
of the Bill of Rights that was ratified just a 
few years after the adoption of the original 
Constitution, says: 


The powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people. 


So who decides when a federal law or 
regulation exceeds the powers “delegated 
to the United States by the Constitution” 
and trespasses on those “reserved to the 
States”? Most Americans today would 
probably say the Supreme Court. But the 
Supreme Court and other U.S. courts are 
part of the federal government. And it vio- 
lates a basic principle of simple justice to 
have one of the parties in a dispute be the 
sole judge of its own case. In disputes be- 
tween the federal government and a state 
or states, judges in federal courts, whose 
appointments and promotions depend on 
the president and the Congress, are not 
disinterested parties. And since it is the 
states in our federal system that delegate 
powers to the national government, why 
not, states rights defenders have argued 
for more than two centuries, let the states, 
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each in its own jurisdiction, decide when 
Washington has exceeded its constitution- 
ally delegated authority. 

While the issue is as old as the Republic 
itself, the idea of affirming states’ rights 
and pushing back against federal over- 
reach has in recent time become a prin- 
ciple more often stated than acted on by 
some conservative Republicans, and many 
of them have come to regard it as a lost 
cause. George Will, a widely read conser- 
vative columnist and commentator, wrote 
several years ago that the 10th Amendment 
is “dead as a door nail.” But federal inva- 
sions into the spheres of both state powers 
and personal liberty have increased to the 
point where they have gained the attention 
and opposition of more than just right- 
wing activists, syndicated columnists, or 
even constitutional scholars. 

“People are realizing now that the fed- 
eral government is so overreaching that it 
tells you what kind of light bulb you can 
have and how big your toilet can be. Peo- 
ple are looking for a way to push back on 
that,” said Mike Maharrey, national com- 
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munications director for the Tenth Amend- 
ment Center, a Los Angeles-based organ- 
ization that promotes awareness of the 
constitutional divisions of power between 
federal and state governments. While con- 
stitutional checks and balances within the 
federal system might be taught in junior- 
high and high-school civics classes, limi- 
tations of federal authority and the powers 
left to the states are generally neglected 
subjects. And the history of resistance 
to federal encroachments is usually de- 
scribed as a tactic used by slaveholding 
states as a prelude to the Civil War. 

“The lost fact of history,” said Maharrey, 
“is that virtually every Northern state be- 
fore the Civil War passed personal liberty 
laws that basically blocked enforcement of 
the Fugitive Slave Act.” Early in the 19th 
century, merchants in the Northern states 
were chafing under the trade restrictions 
imposed by Jefferson’s Embargo and Non- 
Intercourse Acts, a response to piracy on 
the high seas and British impoundment of 
U.S. ships and crews. In 1809, the Con- 
necticut General Assembly, in support of 
the position taken by Governor Jonathan 
Trumbull, passed resolutions urging all 
parties to refrain from cooperating in the 
enforcement of the embargo, which the 
legislature described as unconstitutional. 
The resolutions also made reference to 
similar statements made in the legislature 
of Massachusetts. 


_ 


The fruits of liberal nullification efforts: Shango Premium Cannabis co-founder Shane McKee 
pulls a sample from a display of cannabis plants in Portland, Oregon. 
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The “Spirit of ’98” 

The attitude might be considered a con- 
tinuation of the “Spirit of ’98,” when 
Thomas Jefferson and James Madison, 
anonymous authors respectively of the 
1798 Kentucky and Virginia Resolu- 
tions, urged nullification and interposi- 
tion by the states as the proper response 
to the Alien and Sedition Laws passed by 
the Federalist Congress during the John 
Adams administration. Later, Daniel 
Webster, lionized in America’s history 
books as second only to Lincoln as a de- 
fender of a strong and indivisible union, 
nonetheless invoked Madison’s principle 
of interposition when Congress, during 
and shortly after the War of 1812, con- 
sidered enacting military conscription. 
Webster, then a congressman from New 
Hampshire, declared that if the bill be- 
came law it would be “the solemn duty 
of State governments to protect their own 
authority over their own militia, and to 
interpose between their citizens and ar- 
bitrary power.” 

While the Tenth Amendment Center 
has often used the term “nullification” to 
promote resistance to federal overreach, 
Maharrey points out that it is not the type 
of nullification that had President Andrew 
Jackson threatening to hang his former 
vice president, South Carolina Senator 
John C. Calhoun, over resistance to the 
so-called Tariff of Abominations. 

“Most of these bills aren’t what most 
people think of as nullification,” said Ma- 
harrey. “What the vast majority of them 
are is a denial of state support to a given 
federal act.... It’s not direct confrontation, 
it’s refusal to cooperate.” Again, that is 
reminiscent of the response in Northern 
states to the Fugitive Slave Act, as federal 
officials were often denied the use of local 
jails to hold the hunted slaves. 

“The courts have actually ruled that the 
federal government can’t force coopera- 
tion in a federal action,” said Maharrey, 
who cites three such decisions by the U.S. 
Supreme Court, including an 1842 Penn- 
sylvania case in which the court upheld the 
anti-commandeering principle in ruling 
that state officials may not be compelled 
to assist in the capture and return of fugi- 
tive slaves. In a far more recent case, the 
court ruled in 1996 that a county sheriff 
could not be compelled to administer the 
background checks required by the federal 
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Public pressure properly applied: The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
backed away from plans to define all M855/SS109 ammunition as armor-piercing and ban its 
manufacture, after receiving more than 80,000 comments on the plan, most of them negative. 


Brady gun bill. The point, said Maharrey, 
is not to interfere with federal agents doing 
their work, but making federal enforce- 
ment more difficult by denying coopera- 
tion by states. 

“What we’ve essentially done is ad- 
opted a strategy of nullification, because 
the federal government doesn’t have the 
resources to enforce this crap,” he said. 
“And so, by denying support, you make it 
difficult, if not impossible to carry out the 
agenda, especially when you have mul- 
tiple states dealing with the same issue.” 

A good example, said Maharrey, is 
marijuana legalization. Despite the pro- 
hibition in the federal Controlled Sub- 
stances Act, 23 states and the District of 
Columbia have legalized the medical use 
of marijuana, while four states — Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Colorado, and Alaska — 
and D.C. have legalized its recreational 
use, as well. While most Washington poli- 
ticians seem to support the federal “war 
on drugs,” some have lately espoused the 
view that regulation of marijuana is better 
left to state law. In fact, there is no power 
in the Constitution allowing Congress to 
outlaw drugs, and during the enactment 
of Prohibition of alcohol, when there was 
greater respect for the Constitution, an 
amendment was added to the Constitution 
granting Congress this power. 

Senator Ted Cruz, for example, a Texas 
Republican and candidate for his party’s 
2016 presidential nomination, has said 
that while he opposes legalization, states 


should be allowed to experiment with 
marijuana laws without federal interfer- 
ence. Cruz cited former Supreme Court 
Justice Louis Brandeis’ dictum that states 
dealing with issues and problems in differ- 
ent ways become what he called “labora- 
tories of democracy,” allowing some states 
to learn from the successes and failures in 
other jurisdictions. 


Sticking to Their Guns 

Federal gun control laws and regula- 
tions are always a “hot button” issue, and 
pro-gun activists were roused earlier this 
year when the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobac- 
co, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) an- 
nounced plans to define all M855/SS109 
ammunition as armor-piercing and ban its 
manufacture, citing as its authority a 1986 
act of Congress. The ATF has since an- 
nounced it will not proceed with that ban 
while it reviews a record number of more 
than 80,000 negative comments it has re- 
ceived regarding the plan. 

Meanwhile, the Arizona Senate, by a 
17-12 vote, has passed and sent to the 
House a bill to block any new federal re- 
strictions on the right to keep and bear arms. 
A similar bill is pending in the Tennessee 
legislature, while lawmakers in Montana 
passed similar legislation, only to have it 
vetoed by Governor Steve Bullock. A bill 
in Missouri would declare all federal gun 
control measures, current or future, uncon- 
stitutional and unenforceable in the state. 
Two bills in Texas would do essentially the 
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same thing. Alaska passed a similar law in 
2013, as did Idaho in 2014, according to the 
Tenth Amendment Center. 


“Right to Try” or Die 

The right of terminally ill patients to try po- 
tentially life-saving new treatments before 
they are approved through the years-long 
process of study and testing by the federal 
Food and Drug Administration has also 
been receiving widespread support in many 
states. Last year Arizona residents adopted 
“Right to Try” legislation to give people 
the opportunity to try certain experimental 
medicines still under scrutiny by the FDA. 
Colorado, Missouri, Louisiana, and Michi- 
gan have passed similar laws. This year 
governors in Wyoming and Arkansas have 
signed Right to Try bills into law. Maharrey 
calls such bills a “no-brainer.” 

“T don’t think anyone with any common 
sense would think to keep someone from 
receiving potentially life-saving treat- 
ment just because some federal bureaucrat 
hasn’t approved it yet,” he said. 


“No Thanks” to Spy Collections 

Last year New Hampshire and Utah 
passed bills to ban in those states a prac- 
tice known as “parallel construction,” or 
the passing on to local police any data 
gained from federal bulk record collec- 
tions, including those carried out daily 
by the National Security Agency. This 
year, bills to deny “all material support 
or resources” to agencies engaged in 
warrantless bulk collections of people’s 
phone calls or Internet activity have been 
introduced in several states, including 
Texas, Alaska, Tennessee, Missouri, and 
South Carolina. The legislation would 
“take things further and withhold other 
resources like water, electricity or even 
trash pickup from state or local govern- 
ments or agencies to any federal agency 
involved in the wholesale surveillance 
of anything and everything you do with 
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Right to Try: Advocates for the terminally ill argue for the right of patients to try medical 
treatments not yet approved by the federal Food and Drug Administration. 


your phone or Internet service,” Michael 
Boldin, founder and executive director 
of the Tenth Amendment Center, wrote 
in a recent article on PersonalLiberty. 
com. Legislation to block a recently dis- 
covered nationwide license plate tracking 
program has already passed the Virginia 
legislature and the Montana House, Bold- 
in noted, with similar legislation now be- 
fore lawmakers in Missouri, New York, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, and Oregon. 


The Constitution Is Not the Problem 

Some activists are pushing for an Article 
V convention to rein in federal power. 
Though it has never been used, one way 
of amending the Constitution, as spelled 
out in Article V, is by a convention, ap- 
proved by Congress, of two-thirds of the 
states. Ratification by three-fourths of the 
states is required for any proposed amend- 
ment to become part of the Constitution. 
Three states — Alaska, Florida, and Geor- 
gia — have passed resolutions calling for 


“People are realizing now that the federal government 
is SO Overreaching that it tells you what kind of light 
bulb you can have and how big your toilet can be. 
People are looking for a way to push back on that,” 


said Mike Maharrey. 
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a convention and 26 others have similar 
resolutions they are considering this year. 
Thirty-four states are needed to call a 
constitutional convention. Any proposed 
amendment would require ratification by 
38 states — unless the convention dele- 
gates change the amendment process. 

“The citizens of this country believe 
Washington, D.C., has exceeded its bound- 
aries,” Mark Meckler, president of Citizens 
for Self-Government, told The Hill. “Arti- 
cle V is the only method available to us to 
push back.” Former Senator Tom Coburn 
of Oklahoma, a conservative Republican 
and frequent critic of federal overreach, 
recently issued a statement announcing he 
will join as a senior advisor the Convention 
of States Project, another group pushing for 
a constitutional convention. “Our Founders 
anticipated the federal government might 
get out of control at some point, and they 
gave us a Constitutional mechanism to rein 
it in,” Coburn said. “Many in Washington 
have unfortunately forgotten they work for 
the American people, and the people have 
begun to mobilize in this effective effort 
from coast to coast.” 

Other conservatives have long op- 
posed the convention approach, fearing a 
runaway convention might propose even 
greater powers for the federal government, 
or a scrapping of the Constitution alto- 
gether in favor of a more liberal or “pro- 
gressive” charter without the limitations 
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on the federal government and the free- 
doms of religion, speech, property rights, 
and other liberties guaranteed in the Bill of 
Rights. Indeed, the Constitution itself was 
adopted when delegates, called together 
to amend the Articles of Confederation, 
proposed instead an entirely new Consti- 
tution. While that document has, when it 
was respected and followed, served the 
country well for more than two centuries, 
today’s political climate might be less fa- 
vorable to liberty and more hospitable to 
omnipotent government. 

Writing for THE NEW AMERICAN, attor- 
ney Joe Wolverton noted that those pro- 
moting an Article V convention include 
leftist billionaire George Soros and “nu- 
merous extremely radical, progressive 
and socialist organizations that otherwise 
would have little in common with the 
conservatives fighting on the same side.” 
Even if a convention proposes amend- 
ments championed by conservatives, their 
ratification could easily have the opposite 
effect of what was intended, warned A. 
Barton Hinkle at Reason.com 

“For instance,” wrote Hinkle, “conser- 
vatives seem to assume a balanced-budget 


amendment would require Washington to 
cut spending. In fact, given the choice 
between sharply higher taxes or sharply 
reduced government benefits, the public 
might opt for the former. It also might opt 
for vastly higher taxes to support a war of 
national survival, or perhaps even a war 
of convenience, if persuaded to by a suf- 
ficiently charismatic leader.” 

“The reason we’re against a constitu- 
tional convention is that the Constitution 
is not the problem, so changing the Con- 
stitution is not the solution,” said Larry 
Greenley, director of missions for The 
John Birch Society. “The special interests 
who brought us to the point of out-of-con- 
trol government would most likely use the 
con-con process to legitimize all the usur- 
pations of power they’ve supported at the 
federal level,” Greenley said. “All these 
people promoting an Article V convention 
to bring the federal government under 
control are not really interested in enforc- 
ing the Constitution we have.” 


In “Pursuance” of What? 
On nullification efforts, Greenley main- 
tains there is no conflict between the 


The law: The Constitution of the United States delegates powers to the federal government. Acts 
of Congress and rules of federal regulatory agencies that exceed those powers are null and void, 
say nullification proponents. 
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current efforts to block implementation 
of federal laws and the Constitution’s su- 
premacy clause. 

“We always point out that the suprem- 
acy clause pertains to all laws passed ‘in 
pursuance’ of the Constitution,” Greenley 
noted. “What people are trying to nullify 
are unconstitutional laws, laws passed 
that are not pursuant to the Constitution.” 
Historian and libertarian writer Thomas 
E. Woods expanded on that point in his 
2010 book, Nullification: How to Resist 
Federal Tyranny in the 21st Century: 


Nullification begins with the axi- 
omatic point that a federal law that 
violates the Constitution is no law at 
all. It is void and of no effect. Nul- 
lification simply pushes this uncon- 
troversial point a step further: If a 
law is unconstitutional and therefore 
void and of no effect, it is up to the 
states, the parties to the federal com- 
pact, to declare it so and thus refuse 
to enforce it. It would be foolish and 
vain to wait for the federal govern- 
ment or a branch thereof to condemn 
its own law. Nullification provides a 
shield between the people of a state 
and an unconstitutional law from the 
federal government. 


While The John Birch Society has con- 
sistently opposed so-called free trade 
agreements because of their limitations 
on national sovereignty, Greenley point- 
ed out that proposed trade in services 
agreements also usurp state powers since 
they ban as trade impediments state regu- 
lation of such industries as insurance and 
licensing of scores of professions and 
occupations. Maharrey said the Tenth 
Amendment Center regards efforts by 
states to reassert their constitutional au- 
thority as “a good first step toward what 
we want to accomplish, which is putting 
the federal government back in its proper 
sphere.” 

“While these moves by states give lib- 
erty-lovers hope,” wrote Boldin, “there is 
no silver bullet to stop the runaway freight 
train that is the federal government. But 
instead of waiting years for a lawsuit, or 
a convention, or any other national-level 
process, these state nullification efforts 
chip away at the monster government 
right now — one state at a time.” HH 
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As the intact family becomes a thing of the past, enthusiastically pushed into its grave 
by the government and progressives, the nanny state takes over. 


by Selwyn Duke 


iven that politics is the manifestation 
of cultural differences in public life, 


expecting good political outcomes in 
a bad cultural environment is like suppos- 
ing good crops will sprout from bad soil. As 
to this, the smallest of governments of the 
people require the greatest of virtue from 
the people. Thus did British philosopher 
Edmund Burke once observe, “It is written 
in the eternal constitution of things that men 
of intemperate minds cannot be free. Their 
passions forge their fetters.” And while 
there are multiple factors today working to 
create fetter-forging passions, one thing is 
generally true: Intemperate minds are least 
often born of intact families. 

The family has been called the central 
building block of civilization; weaken it 
sufficiently, and the edifice crumbles. Is 
it any wonder, then, that communist goal 
number 40 — excerpted from the book The 
Naked Communist and read into the con- 
gressional record in 1963 by Representa- 
tive Albert Herlong, Jr. — was “Discredit 
the family as an institution [in the West]. 
Encourage promiscuity and easy divorce”? 
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The family might not be totally discred- 
ited, but it has been degraded, diminished, 
and, to an extent, distorted. And many 
communists knew well their dark busi- 
ness, well enough to understand a simple 
principle: Collapsing the family destabi- 
lizes society and paves the way for auto- 
cratic government. 

This phenomenon has been explored by 
many. In the March issue of the American 
Conservative, for instance, writer Kelly 
Thomas emphasized the importance of 
strengthening the family and then ex- 
plained, “If the family, extended and im- 
mediate, is failing in its fundamental duty 
to lead members to care for one another, 
the government will step in to fill that 
vacuum. Subsequently, as the state grows 
in power and increasingly provides for 
citizens’ material needs, the need for the 
family is diminished.” 

This isn’t hard to understand. Imagine 
the family as a small government, with 
the parents representing the rulers and 
the children the governed. Insofar as this 
little government is strong, there is no 
need for big external government. But if, 
for instance, the father is absent, the state 


will assume the traditional father role and 
provide money, or the traditional mother 
role and perhaps offer government day- 
care — or both. Of course, the state also 
exacerbates the problem with anti-family 
policies such as the “marriage penalty” in 
taxation and the practice of lavishing tax 
dollars on women who birth illegitimate 
children. 

And this phenomenon is apparent today. 
For example, while there certainly are 
multiple reasons why the black communi- 
ty votes for statism-on-steroids Democrat 
politicians by a 90-plus percent margin, is 
the pattern any surprise given that 72 per- 
cent of black children are now born out of 
wedlock? The black community’s “little 
governments” have largely dissolved (or 
were never properly formed in the first 
place), making their “nationals” ripe for 
conquest by the federal hordes. And is the 
high rate of black criminality any surprise? 
Without healthy family governments, chil- 
dren are poorly governed. Moral anarchy 
is the result. 

It wasn’t always this way, mind you. 
George Mason University economics pro- 
fessor Walter Williams made this point 
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One expert believes we can apply to white America 
what Moynihan predicted in 1965 for the black 
community: that this unraveling of the family would 


incubate “a nightmarish brood of social problems — 


crime, abuse, academic failure, economic distress, 


homelessness, and physical and mental illness.” 


in his 2014 piece “Blacks Must Confront 
Reality,” writing: “In 1950, female-headed 
households were 18 percent of the black 
population. Today it’s close to 70 percent. 
One study of 19th-century slave families 
found that in up to three-fourths of the 
families, all the children lived with the 
biological mother and father. In 1925 New 
York City, 85 percent of black households 
were two-parent households.” In light of 
this, Dr. Williams has often made the strik- 
ing point that black families fared better 
under antebellum slavery than under post- 
FDR/LBJ liberalism. 

Of course, it isn’t just blacks. The 
United States’ overall illegitimacy rate is 
41 percent, with the Hispanic rate stand- 
ing at 53 percent and the non-Hispanic 
white rate at 29. Note that the latter is six 
points higher than the 1960 black rate (23 
percent) and that the non-Hispanic white 
and Hispanic illegitimacy rates are rising 
faster than the black rate as all and sundry 
race to the bottom. 

As to what this portends, Southern Utah 
University professor Bryce Christensen 
wrote a 2004 essay entitled “Time for a 
New ‘Moynihan Report’? Confronting 
the National Family Crisis.” He believes 


we can apply to white America what then- 
Assistant Secretary of Labor Daniel Pat- 
rick Moynihan predicted in 1965 for the 
black community: that this unraveling of 
the family would incubate “a nightmarish 
brood of social problems — crime, abuse, 
academic failure, economic distress, 
homelessness, and physical and mental 
illness.” And insofar as these pathologies 
take hold in the white community, govern- 
ment will be expanded commensurately as 
attempted remedy. 

Of course, whites may never give 90 per- 
cent of their votes to government-swelling 
Democrats, but this is largely irrelevant. As 
society continually shifts toward what we 
call the “left,” the Republicans increasingly 
adopt a statist stance as well. Moreover, a 
certain correlation is unmistakable: The 
growth of government has largely paral- 
leled the rising illegitimacy rate, which has 
gone from approximately four percent in 
the 1940s to the aforementioned 41 percent 
today. 

Yet the above is not at all surprising in 
an individualistic society, say many. One 
observer who thus contends is the previ- 
ously cited Kelly Thomas, whose March 
article “When the Government Becomes 


Your Family” bears the subtitle “U.S. in- 
dividualism is destroying the family and 
replacing it with the state.” Of course, 
impugning individualism may sound he- 
retical to modern American ears. But note 
that what we’re discussing here isn’t just 
affording the individual dignity; rather, at 
issue is an “ism.” Now, while an ism can 
be good, it can also take on the flavor and 
power of a cult. Protecting and cherishing 
the feminine sex is wonderful, but femi- 
nism is a perversion of that desire; and 
we should properly shepherd the environ- 
ment, but environmentalism can subordi- 
nate man to animal. As for individualism, 
if taken to an extreme it can, ironically, 
lead to collectivism. 

French philosopher Alexis de Toc- 
queville famously warned of this in his 
19th-century work Democracy in Amer- 
ica. In it he contrasts a more traditional 
framework, involving focus on ancestors 
and descendants — on family — with what 
can happen when a nation embarks upon 
democracy. As de Tocqueville wrote, as 
quoted by Thomas: 


In [the past] man almost always knows 
about his ancestors and respects them; 
his imagination extends to his great- 
grandchildren and he loves them.... In 
democratic ages on the contrary, the 
duties of each to all are much clearer 
but devoted service to any individual 
much rarer. The bonds of human af- 
fection are wider but more relaxed.... 
They form the habit of thinking of 
themselves in isolation. 


De Tocqueville also believed that the 
democratic focus on equality encourages 
materialism because people start to fancy 
that they should have as much wealth as 
anyone else. At Per-Fidem.org, writer 
Jason E. Heath also quotes the Frenchman 
and expands upon the matter: 


Ina democracy ... the lust for equali- 
ty and material possessions tend[s] to 
cloud a person’s view.... Tocqueville 


Family as saviors: When family breaks down 
and doesn’t take care of “its own,” many 

are left without traditional familial support 
systems. Government will then grow, step 
into the breach, and perform, poorly, the roles 
family once fulfilled. 
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“Leaving the nest”: The phenomenon of children moving far away may be inevitable in modern 
society, but it nonetheless strikes a blow against family, being part of the transition from the 


extended family to the nuclear one. 


warns, “This taste, if it becomes ex- 
cessive, soon disposes men to believe 
that nothing but matter exists.” 

... In its desire for equality and 
materialism, democracy will create 
for itself an overbearing nanny state 
which will offer everything the citi- 
zen desires, except liberty. 

This will happen, according to 
Tocqueville, because the citizens of a 
democratic society are atomized indi- 
viduals, “each one of them, withdrawn 
into himself, is almost unaware of the 
fate of the rest.” Yet, an individual 
cannot exist like this forever. At times, 
he will need help. With no family and 
few friends to which to tum, he is left 
alone. [Emphasis added. ] 


This is where Uncle Sam comes in. When 
people cease to act with solidarity, which 
creates strong families and other private 
associations, the private associations dis- 
solve and are replaced by public associa- 
tions. People are atomized and vote to have 
government — which they see as separate 
from themselves — do what they should be 
doing themselves via collective private ac- 
tion. It’s, “Let the state take care of ; 
so I can be free to do my own thing.” And 
since a blank can be filled with anything, 
our government is getting involved in ev- 
erything. Note also that this explains re- 
search showing that the more supportive 
of state action (liberal) people are, the less 
they engage in private charitable action. 
Of course, there are many reasons why 
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people would descend into a gratuitous in- 
dividualism that rises to the level of solip- 
sism — which is behaving as if only the 
self exists and the extreme self-absorption 
attending that. For example, our prevailing 
relativism, which has the effect of making 
the individual the author of his own “moral- 
ity,” comes to mind. (Yet “democracy” can 
have a bearing on this as well, helping to 
impart the idea that we should view every- 
one’s “values” as equal.) On the other hand, 
individualism can also beget relativism, en- 
gendering the thinking, “I’m my own man; 
why would I need someone else (even God) 
to tell me what is right and wrong?” 

Issuing a warning about individualism 
and building further on de Tocqueville’s 
ideas, Thomas points out that even the 
nuclear family was a departure from 
tradition. For most of history, children 
were raised within the multi-generational 
model, whose layers of relatives taught 
the children and rooted them to the past. 
And with kin everywhere, family was 
their nation, their collective, instinctively 
viewed as an indispensable part of life. 
Who would break the chain and not have 
a family? Who would allow the family na- 
tion to become partitioned or to die? 

This started to change when the young 
migrated to large cities during the Indus- 
trial Revolution. And today it’s common 
for children to go away to college and, 
upon graduation, to perhaps take a job 
position far from home. Whereas a young 
man might have once stayed on the family 
farm or taken over his father’s business, 


now the opposite is expected: that chil- 
dren will “achieve independence,” which 
often involves severing ties and relegat- 
ing family contact to holidays. And with 
all this moving around and ever-shifting 
scenery, sometimes there is only one 
constant in a person’s life: the individual 
called himself. 

And now, Thomas writes, “the effects 
of individualism are piercing even the 
nuclear level of the family.” He continues: 


As noted in the 2013 “Knot Yet” re- 
port issued by UVA’s [University of 
Virginia’s] National Marriage Proj- 
ect, marriage and children are no lon- 
ger considered the cornerstone upon 
which we must build a life. Rather, 
they are seen as capstone achieve- 
ments, only to be embarked upon 
when all the risks have been carefully 
calculated and calibrated, and indi- 
vidual measures of success will be 
augmented. Once we’ve attained the 
ideal degree, job, and house, then we 
can tack on a spouse and 1.7 children. 
Consequently, the family is now built 
upon — and oriented around — indi- 
vidual aspirations, and the expecta- 
tions of having a family support sys- 
tem are continuing to shrink further. 


Yet a gratuitous individualism wasn’t a 
problem in early America. De Tocqueville, 
who toured the United States in 1831, noted 
this and explained that part of the reason 
why was that American government is 
decentralized. As Heath wrote, “With the 
power of government spread out among 
the towns, counties, and states, Americans 
have no choice but to be involved in their 
government and to care about what goes on 
in government.... Local government forces 
people to work together.” 

Quite right. The operative principle 
here is subsidiarity, which states that the 
performance of tasks in society should be 
devolved to the lowest possible level. In 
other words, if the family can handle a 
particular duty, it should; if it cannot, it 
may be delegated to the “next level up,” 
perhaps churches or community organiza- 
tions. If they’re unequal to the task, then 
perhaps local government may get in- 
volved, so on and so forth. This means the 
federal government is last on the list and 
should do little. But there is a prerequi- 
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Governing body: The extended family, where multiple generations live in close proximity and 


interact continually, was once the norm. When healthy, this big “family government” renders big 


civil government unnecessary. 


site for subsidiarity: that well-functioning 
smaller entities exist in the first place. If 
the family has been largely destroyed, 
what should be its domain will quite natu- 
rally be transferred to a larger entity. 

This is why subsidiarity must be bal- 
anced with solidarity: The right kind of the 
latter is necessary for any great measure 
of the former. De Tocqueville observed 
this necessary ingredient on his visit to the 
United States, remarking that Americans 
would naturally come together to effect 
the greater good. And this is why anything 
that destroys that solidarity and creates a 
civilization of loners — such as individu- 
alism — will beget big government. Since 
“no man is an island” and collective action 
is often necessary, an individualism that 
contravenes voluntary associations will 
ensure the preeminence of involuntary as- 
sociations. Moreover and most importantly, 
it should be realized that as much as some 
might extol the individual, the individual is 
not the central building block of society — 
the family is. 

Really, at issue here is a variation on the 
divide-and-conquer phenomenon. We gen- 
erally associate this with when groups are 
divided from one another or when, in the 
first place, a country becomes Balkanized; 
it is then that a powerful controlling legal 
authority — a Big Brother — steps in to 
rein in the bickering and tumultuous chil- 
dren. But what about when the individual- 
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ism is so extreme that society’s division ex- 
tends to the point of fracturing, with even 
individuals within a group not feeling much 
ofa bond with one another? With this intra- 
group “Balkanization,” is the organization 
vacuum created, and the tendency for big 
government to fill it, any less? It is clear 
that in the grip of such extreme individu- 
alism, even a racially and ethnically ho- 
mogeneous land could become terminally 
divided — and tyrannically “united” by the 
state’s iron fist. 

Yet this topic perhaps cannot be done 
justice without delving into the most di- 
visive force of all: relativism. The histori- 
cal norm was for government to enforce 
dogma; in the Middle Ages, for instance, 
a local lord might punish individuals 
accused of heresy. Partially because of 
this and also because people believed in 
Truth, which is absolute, they were bound 
together by an agreed-upon conception of 
“First Things.” In 13th-century France, 
everyone was French and Catholic and 
shared a common moral vision; in the 
Massachusetts Bay Colony, everyone was 
Puritan and shared a common moral vi- 
sion; in the 15th-century Aztec Empire, 
everyone also shared a common moral 
(immoral?) vision. Even in the America 
of 100 years ago, people’s values tended 
to be “explicitly the same,” as family 
psychologist John Rosemond once put 
it. What he meant was that regardless 


of any doubts a person might have had 
about convention and despite any secret 
life he might have been leading, he gen- 
erally “kept up appearances” in terms of 
professing traditional Western morality 
— especially around children. But moral 
relativism, which states that man deter- 
mines what we call right and wrong for 
himself, makes the individual arbiter of 
his own values. The result is millions of 
people running around all marching to 
the beat of different drummers, each his 
own personal cult and contributing to a 
very discordant din. 

As a consequence, even within fami- 
lies today, especially extended ones, we 
can find not only different faiths but 
vastly different conceptions of the same 
one; we can find radically varying vi- 
sions of morality. One person may call 
homosexual behavior a sin while another 
might think it a “sin” to stigmatize homo- 
sexual behavior. Another may consider 
abortion a right and another recognize 
it as a wrong. It’s not just that you say 
potato and I say potato; it’s that “coun- 
trymen” today disagree on fundamental 
issues, which is why the whole country- 
men thing has essentially been called off. 
Why, we’re considering the importance 
of the family here, but people even dis- 
agree on that and on what a family is. For 
a long time, many maintained that single 
women could raise children as effectively 
as a mother and father, with the rallying 
cry “A woman needs a man like a fish 
needs a bicycle.” Now social engineering 
has been switched into another gear with 
the claim that two homosexuals or les- 
bians are the equivalent of a mother and 
father. And we might ask: When people 
are so divided on the deepest levels, can 
they be family in the truest sense? Jesus 
said that “whoever does the will of my 
Father in heaven is my brother and sister 
and mother.” But what are they when ev- 
eryone is doing his own will? 

What they are is divided. And as Abra- 
ham Lincoln said, “A house divided against 
itself cannot stand.” Thus are our families 
crumbling, along with what should be the 
largest extension of the family, the nation. 
And ever feeding on the detritus of divi- 
sion is big government, taking the pieces 
of a fractured Lady Liberty, slapping them 
back together, and giving us a Franken- 
stein monster in return. 
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Real education reform is doomed unless Americans expose and oppose the subversive 
schemes of the elite educators in our top universities and government agencies. 


by William F. Jasper 


Crimes of the Educators, by Sam Blu- 
menfeld and Alex Newman, Washington, 
D.C.: WND Books, 2014, 352 pages, 
hardcover. To order the book, see page 45. 
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| and local school districts have become 
battlegrounds, as parents and teach- 
U ers have joined in a massive rebellion 
against the imposition of Common Core 
State Standards. Dubbed ObamaCore by 
critics, the Common Core scheme to en- 
list state governments in enforcing na- 
tional education standards and curricula 
has been lavishly funded with over $2 bil- 
lion in grants from Microsoft billionaire 
Bill Gates. Members and officials of the 
liberal-left teachers unions, some of Presi- 
dent Obama’s staunchest supporters, have 


(\ ver the past several years, state capitols 
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joined with conservative organizations and 
Tea Party groups to stop, defund, and roll 
back Common Core at the state and nation- 
al levels. The National Education Associa- 
tion and the American Federation of Teach- 
ers have both been forced by irate members 
to abandon support for Common Core. 

What is it about Common Core that has 
elicited such a widespread, broad-spec- 
trum revolt? For many of the teachers, it 
is the mandated cookie-cutter, one-size- 
fits-all straitjacket ObamaCore imposes. 
For many parents, it is the subversive, 
anti-Christian, hypersexualized, pro-ho- 
mosexual emphasis of the National Sexu- 
ality Education Standards, which were de- 
veloped by the radical Gay, Lesbian, and 
Straight Education Network (GLSEN); 
the pornography-promoting Sexuality In- 
formation and Education Council of the 
United States (SIECUS); the abortion be- 
hemoth Planned Parenthood; and the Na- 
tional Education Association — among 
others. For many Common Core oppo- 
nents, it is the invasive, privacy-destroy- 
ing data mining that attempts to subject 
all students to surveillance worthy of an 
Orwellian police state. 

In Crimes of the Educators: How Uto- 
pians Are Using Government Schools to 
Destroy America’s Children, Samuel L. 
Blumenfeld and Alex Newman lay bare 
the rot that runs to the core of Common 
Core. However, this book is about far 
more than Common Core, which is but 
the latest iteration in a long line of revo- 
lutionary programs imposed through the 
government school system by the educa- 
tional establishment to deconstruct Ameri- 
ca — socially, politically, psychologically, 
intellectually, morally, and spiritually: 
look-say reading, the “new math,” death 
education, values clarification, sex educa- 
tion, multiculturalism, sensitivity training, 
outcome-based education, etc. 


Our nation is sliding into the infernal 
abyss — as virtually every assessment and 
indicator has been starkly demonstrating 
for decades — and the government-oper- 
ated, taxpayer-supported “public” schools 
bear an immense blame for pushing and 
dragging us into the hellish chasm. How 
did this come about? Why is this happen- 
ing? How can our education system be 
failing so miserably after we poured so 
many hundreds of billions of dollars into 
it? Why are our schools wracked with vio- 
lence and mass murders? Why have all the 
many ballyhooed “reform” efforts of the 
past decades failed so wretchedly? Why 
do other nations outperform our students 
in virtually every academic area? What 
can we do about it? Crimes of the Edu- 
cators provides the answers to these and 
many other burning questions. 

Samuel Blumenfeld and Alex New- 
man are eminently qualified as a team to 
tackle this important subject. Blumenfeld 
has been one of America’s most percep- 
tive observers of, education for more than 
four decades, authoring 10 books on edu- 
cation, in addition to crisscrossing the na- 
tion many times on speaking tours. This 
present volume recapitulates much of the 
extraordinary research into the education 
dilemma that Blumenfeld first brought to 
the American public in the early 1980s 
with his books Js Public Education Neces- 
sary? and NEA: Trojan Horse in American 
Education. As no previous writings had 
done, these two volumes lifted the lid and 
exposed the long-range seditious, statist 
scheme to overthrow the twin pillars of our 
society: faith and family. If he had written 
nothing else, these books alone would have 
earned Samuel Blumenfeld the deserving 
thanks and praise of every American who 
is trying to make sense of the incompre- 
hensible carnage and insanity now rife in 
our schools and society. However, he did 
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much more. He offered real, concrete so- 
lutions — not only political prescriptions 
to correct the destructive policies afflicting 
our education system, but practical things 
parents and teachers could do to imme- 
diately remediate and help their children. 
Blumenfeld’s pioneering books on pho- 
nics, tutoring, and homeschooling helped 
launch the homeschooling movement and 
have helped hundreds of thousands of 
students of all ages learn to read and to 
lead productive lives. He has also been a 
contributing writer to this magazine since 
THE NEW AMERICAN was founded, and 
before that, to our predecessor magazine, 
American Opinion. Alex Newman is well 
known to readers of THE NEW AMERICAN 
for his penetrating articles regarding Com- 
mon Core and other education issues. He 
is a brilliant young, multilingual, multi- 
talented journalist who shows an insight- 
ful and authoritative grasp of a wide array 
of complex subjects, from global warming 
and geopolitics to international monetary 
machinations, terrorism, and much more. 


More at Risk Than Ever 
In 1983, the National Commission on Ex- 
cellence in Education issued its shocking 
report A Nation at Risk: The Imperative for 
Education Reform. Among its most damn- 
ing indictments, which Blumenfeld and 
Newman quote, is this alarming statement 
summarizing the dire reality of the statisti- 
cal evidence: “The educational foundations 
of our society are presently being eroded by 
arising tide of mediocrity that threatens our 
very future as a Nation and a people.” 

“If an unfriendly foreign power had 
attempted to impose on America the me- 
diocre educational performance that exists 
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today,” the report continued, “we might 
well have viewed it as an act of war.” 
The erosion of our educational founda- 
tions and the mediocrity that the commis- 
sion decried are undoubtedly viewed as an 
act of war by Blumenfeld and Newman, 
as they less-than-subtly suggest right from 
the get-go in the title itself — “Crimes of 
the Educators” — and as they then make 
abundantly clear in the more than 300 
pages that follow. But the erosion and me- 
diocrity were not the result of war by “an 
unfriendly foreign power.” They were (and 
are) the result of war by an unfriendly do- 
mestic power, a subversive Fifth Column of 
socialist educators who detested America, 
its Christian foundations, and the American 
Founders’ design of limited, constitutional 
government that thwarted their plans for so- 
cial engineering and central planning. 
Paranoia? Wild “conspiracy theory”? 
That’s what those with a vested interest in 
perpetuating our nation’s suicidal descent 
will say, of course. However, the evidence 
assembled by the authors speaks for itself 
— literally. Blumenfeld and Newman name 
names and provide copious documentation 
and quotes from original sources. They go 
back to the early 19th century to show the 
introduction of the communist ideology 
into American education by British social- 
ist Robert Owen, who established the New 
Harmony commune in Indiana in 1825, 
more than two decades before Karl Marx 
wrote the Communist Manifesto. Owen 
and his disciples took the American intel- 
ligentsia by storm, most especially winning 
early (and influential) converts at Harvard. 
They prominently cite, for example, quo- 
tations from John Dewey, the “father of 
progressive education,” a committed so- 


cialist and an ardent admirer of the Soviet 
Union, who targeted reading for destruc- 
tion because it was too “individualistic”; 
it allows individuals to learn on their own 
and follow their own plans for their lives, 
independent of master planners such as 
Dewey & Company. Dewey and his pro- 
communist confreres at Columbia Teach- 
ers College, Harvard, and other centers of 
cultural subversion insisted that everyone 
(except themselves and their fellow elites, 
of course) must surrender his individual- 
ity in the interests of “the cooperative,” 
“the community,” the collective, the State. 
Reading, therefore, had to be subverted. 
Phonics, which is the only logical way to 
teach an alphabetic system of language 
such as English, had to be replaced with 
a revolutionary “look-say” or whole-word 
method that would teach English as if it 
were a pictographic language like Chinese. 
This stood thousands of years of experience 
and history on its head. 

Dewey realized that his revolution- 
ary plan would have to be implemented 
patiently, gradually, over many years, to 
avoid arousing suspicion and backlash. He 
also recognized the need for lining up an 
authoritative phalanx of “experts” to give 
the appearance of scientific consensus. 

In his essay “The Primary Education 
Fetich,” which appeared in the Forum in 
May 1898, Dewey wrote: 


Change must come gradually. To force 
it unduly would compromise its final 
success by favoring a violent reac- 
tion. What is needed in the first place 
is that there should be a full and frank 
statement of conviction with regard 
to the matter from physiologists and 
psychologists and from those school 
administrators who are conscious of 
the evils of the present régime. 


Among the “evils of the present regime” 
Dewey decried and detested were person- 
al independence, individuality, and the 
“endless drill” of phonics-based reading 
methods. 

With backing from the Rockefeller fam- 
ily and other advocates of one-world gov- 
ernment, Dewey and associates became 
the reigning educational gurus. Their intel- 
lectual heirs have continued this Deweyite 
treachery and treason down to the present, 
as Blumenfeld/Newman amply prove. 
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One of the many more current ex- 
amples of the ongoing Deweyite scheme 
to dumb down and socialize America is 
the Obama administration’s full embrace 
of UNESCO’s subversive “sustainabil- 
ity education” program. In his address 
to a “Sustainability Summit” in 2010, 
Obama Education Secretary Arne Dun- 
can proclaimed: “We must advance the 
sustainability movement through educa- 
tion.... We at the Education Department 
are energized about joining these leaders 
in their commitment to preparing today’s 
students ... to be well-educated about the 
science of sustainability.” But as Blu- 
menfeld and Newman note, traditional 
and classical notions of education have 
no place in the “sustainable” future being 
planned for humanity. 

“Generally, more highly educated peo- 
ple, who have higher incomes, consume 
more resources than poorly educated 
people, who tend to have lower incomes,” 
the UN “toolkit” for global, “sustainable” 
education explains. “In this case, more 
education increases the threat to sustain- 
ability.” (Emphasis added.) 
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“In other words,” comment Blumenfeld 
and Newman, “more education leads to 
higher incomes, which leads to more con- 
sumption, and therefore, is not compatible 
with their vision of “sustainability.’” 

After reciting a lengthy litany of recent 
educational indicators cataloging our na- 
tion’s precipitous descent, Blumenfeld and 
Newman again return to a hard truth that 
many Americans still do not understand 
and/or refuse to confront: intentional mal- 
ice, treason, and conspiracy. “All of the 
above is the lamentable story of the failure 
of our public schools to educate American 
children. Those failures are not the result 
of an accident,” they write. “They are the 
result of programs created by the best- 
organized and best-paid educators on the 
planet.” “All of these programs that create 
failure were conceived to produce precise- 
ly the results we are getting,” Blumenfeld 
and Newman note. “But why are Ameri- 
can educators able to get away with these 
crimes? It’s because Americans cannot 
believe that our professional and highly 
respected educators could be involved in a 
conspiracy to deliberately dumb down the 
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nation. They recognize that we are indeed 
being dumbed down, but they don’t blame 
the educators. They blame the children 
and the culture. In short, this conspiracy 
is protected by its incredulity.” 

The “educators” to whom the authors 
refer are not the ordinary classroom teach- 
ers, but the leading lights of the education- 
al establishment at our most prestigious 
universities, think tanks, and government 
agencies. 

The education establishment that the 
Deweyites launched has become, say the 
authors, “an asylum for the educationally 
insane. Once you accept their mind-set 
you enter a world of esoteric nonsense 
that only the inner circle of disciples can 
understand. To subject perfectly healthy, 
intelligent children to the teachings of 
these insanities is a crime.” 

Blumenfeld and Newman have per- 
formed a most vital service; this writer can 
think of no more important book on educa- 
tion, nor a more timely assessment of, and 
prescription for, what ails our schools and 
our society. Get it, read it, use it — and 
distribute it widely. 
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No Room for Rude 


When Tennessee teen Kristen Layne de- 
cided to sell last year’s prom dress online 
to help raise money for a new dress to wear 
to this year’s school prom, she learned 
just how cruel people can be when they 
are able to speak frankly under the protec- 
tion of anonymity. Fortunately, Layne also 
witnessed the beauty of good people who 
could not idly sit by while an innocent per- 
son is being mistreated. 

According to KSL, Layne of White 
House, Tennessee, posted pictures of her 
prom dress on “For Sale in Sumner Coun- 
ty, TN” in January, which provoked some 
rude feedback from several anonymous 
people who commented on Payne’s weight 
and looks. 

“The comments made me feel horrible 
about myself,” she told Yahoo in March. 
“But the bullies aren’t my concern right 
now.” 

Layne responded to the posters by ask- 
ing, “Can you please stop with the com- 
ments? Sorry I don’t have the best body. 
Sorry that I’m not pleasing to your eye.” 

Observers were appalled by the com- 
munications they noticed on the site and 
came to Layne’s defense, writing positive 
remarks about Layne’s photos. “You look 
beautiful! Don’t let anyone else tell you 
otherwise!” one person wrote. 

Another shared, “I was bullied too 
all through school for being short and 
plump.... I soon learned to ignore the piti- 
ful people who thrust their hate and anger 
towards me as well.” 

“God created us equal, ignorance is a 
horrible thing,” wrote another. 

Layne’s page amassed 261 encouraging 
and kind comments from strangers. And 
instead of getting an offer for her dress, 
people started donating money to her Go- 
FundMe account, which has now raised 
over $6,200 in the past two months. 

Even those who could not afford to 
donate wanted to offer their support. One 
young woman posted, “I’m a super poor 
college student and can’t afford to donate. 
But I wanted to tell you that you look 
beautiful and don’t let rude people ruin 
things for you. I’m sure you’re going to 
turn out to be a much better person than 
them anyways. Have a fun prom.” 
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Layne was so moved by the show of sup- 
port that she decided to donate the dress to 
someone in need. Layne also elected to pur- 
chase a prom dress for another friend who 
could not afford to buy one. Layne said, 
“She didn’t have the money to buy the one 
of her dreams so, I went and bought it for 
her.... Thank you guys. I helped 2 young 
ladies have a wonderful prom.” 


Letters for Wyatt 


A four-year-old boy in Fayetteville, North 
Carolina, is learning an early lesson about 
the kindness of strangers. 

Since Wyatt Revels lost his father in Jan- 
uary, he has had an understandably difficult 
time dealing with it, even with grief coun- 
seling. His mother, Alysha Starling, posted 
a message asking mothers in her Gymboree 
group to send notes of support, and she set 
up a post office box for Wyatt at the local 
post office. “It’s little. It’s the smallest one 
they have. I thought I would have to start 
sending mail myself,” Alysha recalled. 

Diana Wilson, a local reporter, got wind 
of the story, and asked her online audi- 
ence to mail cards to Wyatt. According 
to WTVD, the post was shared by thou- 
sands, and people from across the world 
began sending letters and stuffed animals 
to show their support for the little boy. 

ABC 11 News wrote that some people 
have even made gifts for Wyatt to help 
keep his father close to him, such as a pil- 
lowcase with pictures of his father on it. 

Good News Network reported, “Star- 
ling says that Wyatt doesn’t understand 
the magnitude of what’s happening, but he 
looks forward to the trip to the post office 
every day, where there is now a special 
area set aside for his mail due to the huge 
volume of gifts.” 

Wyatt and his mother have made a map 
of the United States and mark on the map 
where the mail comes from as they re- 
ceive it. Besides the United States, mail 
has come from Spain, Australia, South 
America, and Scotland, as well as a num- 
ber of other countries. 

Even some celebrities have sent their 
love. Kristian Bush of the country music 
band Sugarland sent Wyatt a card and a 
guitar pick. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Thirteen-year-old Savanna Gulledge of 
Perry, Arkansas, heard Wyatt’s story and 
wanted to help. She created a Facebook 
group called “Letters for Wyatt” and en- 
couraged her classmates and teachers to 
participate. The page went from 40 mem- 
bers to almost 1,000 overnight. 


Tip for Teeth 


In early March, Oklahoma attorney Fred 
Boettcher astonished a good-hearted 
waiter, Brian Maixner, at Doo-Dah Diner 
in Wichita, Kansas, with a very generous 
$25,000 tip. 

Maixner is well known amongst Doo- 
Dah Diner customers for his bright na- 
ture and kind demeanor, but despite the 
warmth in his smile, Maixner suffered 
from serious dental issues, including 
painful tooth decay. 

According to the Daily Mail, Maixner 
is a single dad who has struggled with 
dental issues since he was a child, after a 
chipped tooth led to a series of infections 
that he could not seem to get a handle on. 

Boettcher, who was in town visiting 
his daughter, met Maixner while eating 
at the Doo-Dah Diner, and was struck by 
Maixner and his story. 

“T took one look at this young man and 
knew he was something special,” Boettch- 
er told KWCH 12. “He carried himself 
with such kindness and confidence with 
a mouth that looked painful. I was struck 
by that.” 

Boettcher approached Maixner’s man- 
ager and told her that he was going to 
leave behind a $25,000 tip to help Maixner 
get a whole new set of teeth. 

When Maixner heard the news, he burst 
into tears: “This man doesn’t know me and 
this is something I could never afford to do 
for myself.... It touched me so much that 
he cared.” 

Maixner has undergone a number of 
procedures with Boettcher’s tip and now 
has a complete new set of teeth. 

According to Boettcher’s daughter Mer- 
edith, generosity comes easily to her fa- 
ther. “Dad gives so much, I remember him 
buying groceries for people in need when 
we were growing up,” she said. Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Shortly after the outset of WWI, the British were desperate to get America to join the 
Allies. And the facts suggest that they let a passenger liner be sunk to obtain that end. 


by Kurt Hyde 


Birch Society, described World War I 

as a senseless European war in which 
there was no reason for any of the nations 
or the peoples involved to be fighting each 
other. Welch also noted, “The outbreak of 
hostilities in the summer of 1914, with the 
rapid alignment of countries on the oppos- 
ing sides, certainly appeared to take most of 
the world by surprise as it should.” 

With entangling alliances all over the 
world, nations as far from Europe as Japan 
were involved in the war within days. One 
great nation, the United States of America, 
adhering to George Washington’s advice 
to avoid entangling foreign alliances, 
wisely kept out of it. 

There was an additional obstacle to 
getting the United States into the war. The 
U.S. Constitution did not allow the presi- 
dent or any other small group of persons 
to declare war. The power to declare war 
required an act of Congress. Convincing 
the American people they should go to 
war required an event that would make 
them angry at some foreign enemy. The 
sinking of the RMS Lusitania on May 7, 
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1915, aided by the unnecessary delays in 
getting rescue vessels to the survivors, 
led to about 1,200 deaths, including more 
than 120 Americans. That event supplied 
a major part of the psychological change 
needed to get the American people suffi- 
ciently angry to go to war. 


Britain Blockades Germany 

While the British were losing The Great 
War on land, it was quite a different story 
at sea. Britain, with a little help from Japan, 
established supremacy in the Pacific. Brit- 
ain declared the North Sea to be a military 
area and imposed a naval blockade of Ger- 
many that included food destined for civil- 
ians. The starvation of German civilians as 
a consequence of the British blockade is 
considered by many to have been the most 
effective weapon used by either side dur- 
ing the war. One description of the effects 
of this blockade is posted online at the Na- 
tional World War I Museum’s website: 


By 1916, the results of the Allied 
naval blockade were being deeply 
felt in Germany. Poor weather condi- 
tions that year also contributed to a 
70% drop in domestic food produc- 


tion. Wheat was augmented with 
sawdust during breadmaking and 
eventually exhausted potato sup- 
plies gave way to the “Turnip Winter 
of 1916.” Among Germans, turnips 
were considered livestock feed and 
the prospect of relying on them for 
subsistence was abhorrent. 


The abhorrence of eating turnips was just a 
steppingstone on the road to the starvation 
and malnutrition that followed. In Decem- 
ber of 1918, Germany’s National Health 
Office estimated the death toll in Germa- 
ny from the blockade at 763,000 persons, 
dying of starvation or other diseases that 
were aided by malnutrition. These statis- 
tics do not include the estimated 150,000 
Germans who died in the influenza pan- 
demic of 1918. Germany wanted to break 
the British blockade. 


U-Boats and Q-Boats 

The German technological answer to the 
British naval superiority was the Unter- 
seeboot, which literally means “undersea 
boat.” These submarines were best known 
by the term U-boat. U-boats initially 
fought against both heavily armed war- 
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ships and cargo ships, but soon they were 
used predominantly to sink enemy cargo 
ships. U-boats, the British were surprised 
to learn, had enough range to be a factor in 
the waters around the British Isles. 

The British learned early in the war that 
they had underestimated the capabilities of 
the German U-boats, and Britain needed 
an answer to them. One of the early an- 
swers was the Q-boat. These were mer- 
chant ships retrofitted with hidden arma- 
ments, or specially designed military ships 
with panels hiding the armaments making 
them appear to be merchant vessels. They 
got the nickname Q-boats (or Q-ships) be- 
cause their homeport was in Queenstown, 
Ireland. Q-boats would cruise in areas of 
known U-boat activity appearing to be 
easy prey, luring the German U-boats to 
try to sink them with deck guns, instead 
of expensive torpedoes. U-boats were vul- 
nerable when they surfaced. This is when 
the Q-boat crew would quickly remove the 
panels that concealed the armaments and 
open fire on the U-boat. U-boats were not 
designed to sustain battle damage; their 
stealth was their defense. 

One problem with the British Q-boats 
was that their very existence was a viola- 
tion of one of the rules of war, the Cruiser 
Rules, because it blurred the distinction 
between a warship and a noncombatant 
merchant vessel. Once it became known 
that the British had violated the Cruiser 
Rules by deploying warships disguised as 
noncombatant merchant ships, Germany 
was no longer legally bound by the Cruiser 
Rules to treat merchant ships as unarmed 
noncombatants. 
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Once it became known that the British had violated the Cruiser 
Rules by deploying warships disguised as noncombatant merchant 
ships, Germany was no longer legally bound by the Cruiser Rules to 


treat merchant ships as unarmed noncombatants. 


The Cruiser Rules 


At first, German U-boats were obedient 
to the Cruiser Rules of naval warfare. 
Unarmed passenger ships were not to be 
sunk. Unarmed cargo ships of belligerent 
nations could be sunk or towed away as a 
prize of war once the crew was allowed to 
radio a distress call for rescue and abandon 
ship. The passengers and crew were con- 
sidered to be in safety in their lifeboats if 
they were near land or on a neutral vessel. 
Armed warships or merchant vessels that 
were a threat to the U-boat could be sunk 
without warning. 

A U-boat, being unable to tow a large 
cargo ship any appreciable distance, 
would, under the Cruiser Rules, surface 
by the side of a cargo ship of a belligerent 
nation and announce to the crew that their 
ship had been captured. The captain of the 
captured ship would be ordered to come 
aboard the U-boat bringing the ship’s pa- 
pers. Once the crew made a distress call 
and abandoned ship, the Germans would 
take possession of the ship as a prize of 
war. The U-boat crew then had the right 
under rules of war to sink it. 

The February 1, 1915 issue of the New 
York Times had a front-page article in 
which British civilian sailors from un- 
armed merchant vessels explained in de- 
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tail their experiences of being captured by 
German U-boats under the Cruiser Rules. 
The SS Linda Blanche was sunk by U-31 
on January 30, 1915. One of the crew- 
men related what happened once the U- 
boat surfaced, announced they had been 
captured, examined the papers, and deter- 
mined it was an unarmed merchant ship: 


The mate [who] was in charge of the 
boat that passed between the Linda 
Blanche, and the submarine, said the 
German officers were jolly chaps and 
quite young, too. They could speak 
English well, and they gave the crew 
half a box of cigars and some ciga- 
rettes. One Welshman got a muffler, 
another a pair of strong suede gloves, 
and the cabin boy, a little chap of 15, 
who was made much of because he 
was in tears, got a cap and a pair of 
mittens from the submarine crew. He 
laughed when he got back to land, and 
was comparatively happy when he 
went off to his Welsh home by train. 


The quartermaster of the SS Ben Cruachan, 
which was sunk by the U-21 on that same 
day in a manner similar to that of the SS 
Linda Blanche, explained how they were 
treated by the German submariners: 


Dastardly act: U-boat U-27 (above left) met Q-boat HMS Bara/ong (above right) on August 19, 1915 after the U-27 captured the British ship 
Nicosian. The Baralong, pretending to be a U.S. merchant vessel coming to rescue the Nicosian’s crew, suddenly replaced the U.S. flag with a British 
flag and uncovered her artillery. The Baralong then opened fire on the U-27, sinking it and killing the German U-boat crew. The British tried to keep 
the incident secret, but the eight American crew members on the Nicosian protested to the U.S. State Department. 
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HISTORY-—-as: 


It was about 10:00 o’clock when 
the submarine was sighted and we 
should have been in Liverpool at 2 
o’clock. When we were held up the 
crew got into two large lifeboats 
and two small boats. The report that 
our ship was torpedoed is not cor- 
rect. They blew her up by a bomb 
which was carried aboard and placed 
at the stern end. There was a long 
fuse which ran over the side of the 
ship and reached almost down to the 
level of the water. When everybody 
had got off one of the submarine 
crew applied a light to it. 


The quartermaster added: 


The Germans were very decent to 

us. They told us where we could 

find a trawler fleet. The chief officer 
of the submarine shook hands with 
our skipper and said “I am very sorry, 
Captain, but war is war.” When our 
skipper got off the submarine into the 
lifeboat the German crew stood at sa- 
lute and the chief officer shouted, “I 
hope you will all get picked up before 
bad weather comes on.” 


German U-boats obeyed the Cruiser 
Rules not just as a code of honor, al- 
though there was considerable honor 
amongst the soldiers, sailors, and air- 
men who served on both sides in World 
War I. There were also some pragmatic 
reasons. U-boats had a limited number 
of torpedoes, torpedoes were expensive, 
and depending on the size, design, and 
hull strength of a ship, it frequently re- 
quired more than one WWI-era torpedo 
to sink it. U-boat commanders usually 
preferred to use well-placed demolition 
charges to sink the ships they captured. 
Also, humane treatment of the noncom- 
batant crewmembers of captured vessels 
encouraged future cooperation by crew- 
members during subsequent captures. 


Britain Caught Violating 

the Cruiser Rules 

When the U-21 captured the Ben 
Cruachan, the German submarine crew 
made a startling discovery: official orders 
to ships’ captains to disobey the Cruiser 
Rules. Author Colin Simpson in his book 
Lusitania described it: 
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Taking sides: When British ships 
were caught flying U.S. flags 

to confuse German U-boats; 
President Woodrow Wilson 
wrote to Britain, approving of 
the practice, and to Germany, 
holding Germany accountable if 
any American ships were’sunk or 
American lives were lost: 


On board her first victim, the 3000- 
ton Ben Cruachan of the Ben Line 
of Edinburg, she captured a com- 
plete set of Churchill’s inflammatory 
orders, including the instructions to 
ram and to fly a neutral flag. 


Within days Kaiser Wilhelm II traveled 
to the naval station at Wilhelmshaven. On 
February 4, the German Admiralty issued a 
war zone decree. The next day’s New York 
Times printed much of it on the front page: 


The waters around Great Britain and 
Ireland, including the whole English 
Channel, are declared a war zone 
from and after Feb. 18, 1915. 

Every enemy merchant ship found 
in this war zone will be destroyed, 
even if it is impossible to avert dan- 
gers which threaten the crew and 
passengers. 

Also, neutral ships in the war zone 
are in danger, as in consequence of 
the misuse of neutral flags, ordered 
by the British Government on Jan. 
31, and in view of the hazards of 
naval warfare, it cannot always be 
avoided that attacks meant for enemy 
ships endanger neutral ships. 


Germany’s ill-advised war zone reaction 
to catching the British red-handed was 
one of the biggest blunders of World War 
I. Germany should have used this in psy- 
chological warfare. They had the evidence 
they needed to influence neutral nations 


to take action against Britain. They could 
have pointed out the endangerment of 
15-year-old cabin boys by ordering non- 
combatant merchant vessels to attempt 
to ram U-boats, thereby revoking their 
status as noncombatants. Instead, the 
German leaders chose a military reaction 
that backfired in two ways: It alienated 
the very people they were trying to influ- 
ence, and the emotional headlines of war 
got the front page news while articles of 
substance, if reported all, were frequently 
pushed to the back pages. 

Within days of the heightened aware- 
ness of England’s bizarre foreign policy, 
the British ship Lusitania was observed 
sailing under an American flag. The inci- 
dent was reported to the New York Times by 
three American citizens who were on board 
and requested their names not be published. 
The February 7 front-page article contained 
Lusitania Captain David Dow’s explana- 
tion that he changed flags because he had 
received a warning that U-boats were in the 
area. Captain Dow defended his actions by 
saying part of the ship’s cargo was mail of 
neutral nations and some of the passengers 
were citizens of neutral nations. 

Missouri Senator William Stone was 
incensed by the incident. As the New York 
Times reported on February 9, unfortu- 
nately on page 2: 


Senator Stone of Missouri, Chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, was a caller at the White House 
today. He expressed the opinion that 
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the hoisting of the Stars and Stripes 
by the Captain of the Lusitania was 
an improper use of the American flag. 
He added the belief that it would not 
be difficult to put through Congress 
a resolution of protest against this in- 
cident, but said he thought the matter 
was one that ought to be handled ex- 
clusively at this time by the executive 
branch of the Government. 


On February 10, under public pressure, 
President Wilson sent notes to both the 
British and German governments. His 
note to the German government is known 
as the Strict Accountability note. If any 
German naval commander, assuming a 
ship flying a U.S. flag is not an American 
ship, sinks an American ship or takes the 
life an American, the German government 
will be held strictly accountable. 

Wilson’s note to the British govern- 
ment soft-pedaled their use of the U.S. 
flag, essentially giving the British a tacit 
go-ahead to continue doing it. His note 
included such phrases as, “reserving for 
future considerations the legality and pro- 
priety of the deceptive use of the flag” and 
“the occasional use of the flag of a neutral 
or an enemy ... seems to this Government 
a very different thing from an explicit 
sanction by a belligerent Government for 
its merchant ships generally to fly the flag 
of a neutral power.” It had plenty of dou- 
ble-talk, but no mention of accountability. 

Many historians refer frequently to Wil- 
son’s Strict Accountability note to Ger- 
many while ignoring his parallel memo to 
England giving the British permission to 
use the U.S. flag as a cover. Any attempt 
to understand this incident while studying 
only one of these memos without the other 
is using only half of the truth. 

The Germans, realizing their response 
of unrestricted naval warfare wasn’t gain- 
ing friends or influencing people, offered 
to withdraw it in exchange for a conces- 
sion that the British declaration of the 
North Sea as a military area be modified 
to allow food destined for civilians into 
German ports. The British were not inter- 
ested in ending the hunger blockade. 


The Lusitanias Last Voyage 

Prior to the Lusitania’s departure from 
New York on May 1, 1915 — her last 
voyage — the German government is- 
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Prior to the Lusitanias departure from New York on May 1, 
1915 — her last voyage — the German government issued official 


warnings and even paid for advertisements warning prospective 
passengers that the waters around the British Isles were a war zone. 


sued official warnings and even paid for 
advertisements warning prospective pas- 
sengers that the waters around the British 
Isles were a war zone. However, Charles 
Sumner, agent for the Cunard Line, was 
quoted in a page 3 article in the New York 
Times published that same day: 


“There are now no German cruisers 
in the Atlantic, and the ‘danger zone’ 
does not begin until we reach the Brit- 
ish Channel and the Irish Sea. Then 
one may say there is a general system 
of convoying British ships. The Brit- 
ish Navy is responsible for all British 
ships, and especially for Cunarders.” 

“Your speed, too, is a safeguard, is 
it not?” it was suggested. 

“Yes; as for submarines, I have no 
fear of them whatever.” 


On May 5, as the Lusitania neared Brit- 
ish waters, the bottom fell out of Sumner’s 
assurance that the Lusitania would have a 
naval escort. The cancellation of the convoy 
ship Juno was described by Colin Simpson: 
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Shortly after noon on 5 May the Ad- 
miralty signaled the Juno to aban- 
don her escort mission and return 
to Queenstown. She was to travel 
south-east overnight so as to clear 
the Fastnet by some 50 miles and 
under cover of darkness. The Lusita- 
nia was not informed that she was 
now alone, and closing every minute 
to the U-20. 


The German U-boat U-20 was active in 
the busy shipping routes that ran between 
Ireland and England. The U-20 met the 
British ship Candidate on Thursday, May 
6 in Saint George’s Channel. Kapitan- 
leutnant Walther Schwieger, although not 
required to observe the Cruiser Rules, did 
so in this case. Simpson recorded the se- 
quence of events: 


After two grenades had been thrown, 
the Candidate hove to and the crew 
were allowed to abandon ship. There 
were no casualties, and the U-20’s 
boarding party climbed aboard at 
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Lives recklessly lost: The casualties of the Lusitania could have been much lower. American 
F.J. Gauntlett not only survived the harrowing sinking but alertly noticed that British navy ships 
anchored in the harbor did not help with rescue efforts. 
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8.20 a.m. They stayed an hour and 
then drawing off a quarter of a mile 
put a torpedo into her, but the ship 
refused to sink. Schwieger closed up 
and a dozen rounds from his deck 
gun into the waterline sent the Can- 
didate to the bottom at 11.25 a.m. 
The crew were picked up safely by a 
naval patrol boat which concentrated 
on its mission and did not attack the 
submarine. Schwieger allowed the 
patrol boat to depart unmolested. 


Once again, an incredible story of honor 
by the men in uniform on both sides, as 
the British Navy patrol boat rescued the 
crew of the Candidate without attacking 
the U-boat and the U-boat did not fire on 
the patrol boat while it was rescuing un- 
armed noncombatants. 

About an hour and a half later, the U-20 
met the Centurion not far from where it 
sank the Candidate. For some reason, 
perhaps suspecting the Centurion might 
be a Q-boat, Schwieger torpedoed with- 
out warning. Once again, a lone torpedo 
did not sink the ship. Once the crew of 
the Centurion abandoned the ship with no 
loss of life, Schwieger took aim and fired 
a second torpedo. About an hour and 20 
minutes later the Centurion sank. 

On Friday morning Edward Mandell 
House, President Wilson’s alter ego, 
was preparing for an audience with King 
George V, a meeting that hinted of final- 
izing a plan to sacrifice the Lusitania in 
order to draw the United States into the 
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war. As Simpson described it, House met 
first with Sir Edward Grey, who asked 
him, “What will America do if the Ger- 
mans sink an ocean liner with American 
passengers on board?” House replied, “I 
believe that a flame of indignation would 
sweep the United States and that by itself 
would be sufficient to carry us into the 
war.” King George V, when he met with 
House later that day, was more specific, 
asking, “Colonel, what will America do 
if the Germans sink the Lusitania?’ Ap- 
parently House spent the whole day and 
into the evening with the British elites, as 
James Perloff reported in “False Flag at 
Sea — Lusitania”: 


At evening, a splendid dinner was 
given honoring House; numerous 
British dignitaries attended, includ- 
ing Grey, and — at House’s request 
— Lord Mersey, the Wreck Commis- 
sioner who would later oversee the 
inquiry regarding the Lusitania. Dur- 
ing this dinner the news arrived of the 
great ship’s sinking. House announced 
to the assembled guests that America 
would enter the war within the month. 


While House hobnobbed with the British 
elite, the Lusitania proceeded, unaware 
that the Juno, her appointed escort, had 
been recalled. When the U-20 encountered 
the unescorted Lusitania, the U-boat fired 
one torpedo at the Lusitania. The explo- 
sion from the torpedo penetrated the hull 
and did some damage. But the damage 


LUSITANIA SUNK BY A SUBMARINE, PROBABLY 1,000 DEAD; 
TWICE TORPEDOED OFF IRISH COAST; SINKS IN 15 MINUTES; 
AMERICANS ABOARD INCLUDED VANDERBILT AND FROHMAN; 
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done by the torpedo was nothing when 
compared to the second blast. It was a 
massive explosion from within the Lusita- 
nia. The Lusitania sank 18 minutes later. 
Credible sources disagree on the exact 
numbers of passengers, crewmembers, 
and fatalities on board the Lusitania, but 
there were about 1,960 total souls on 
board including passengers, crew, and 
three stowaways who were discovered 
after setting sail. The death toll was about 
1,200. There were about 160 Americans 
on board, of whom more than 120 died. 


American Public 

Reaction to the Sinking 

Most Americans, thinking the Lusitania 
was sunk by a torpedo, were understand- 
ably angry at the Germans. But some 
Americans had serious doubts. Unfor- 
tunately such news reports were gener- 
ally relegated to the less-read pages. The 
New York Times for May 8, in an article 
that was buried on page 6, had inter- 
views with officers from the U.S. Navy 
in Washington, D.C.: 


Naval officers here agree the Lusita- 
nia must have been struck by more 
than one torpedo, if as reported, she 
remained afloat only thirty minutes 
after the first explosion. The ship was 
so constructed, they say, that except 
under extraordinary condition a sin- 
gle torpedo could not sink her. 


The article stated further: 


It was pointed out, however, that in- 
side explosions following the attack 
might have aided in the work of de- 
struction, as the ship is understood to 
have carried a large amount of war 
material for the Allies, including 
ammunition. Such explosions might 
have ripped open several compart- 
ments and so weakened others that 
they gave way under the pressure of 
inrushing water. 


James Perloff, in “False Flag at Sea — Lu- 


Front-page folly: A cover story in the New 
York Times on May 8, 1915 blames the 
Lusitania sinking on torpedoes, while an 
article on page 6 indicates U.S. Navy officers 
expressed doubts about the official story. 
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sitania,” lists among the items illegally on 
board guncotton, a high explosive used by 
the British when manufacturing military 
mines. According to Perloff: 


In the U.S. Justice Department’s ar- 
chives is an affidavit signed by Dr. 
E. W. Ritter von Rettegh, a chemist 
employed by Captain Guy Gaunt, the 
British naval attaché in Washington. 
Ritter von Rettegh stated that Gaunt 
called him to his office on April 
26, 1915, and asked what the effect 
would be of sea water coming into 
contact with guncotton. The chemist 
explained that there were two types 
of guncotton — trinitro cellulose, 
which seawater would not affect, 
and pyroxyline, which sea water 
could cause to suddenly explode, as 
a result of chemical changes that he 
explained in technical detail. 

The following day, Gaunt vis- 
ited the Du Pont munitions plant in 
Cristfield, New Jersey, and Du Pont 
thereupon shipped tons of pyroxyline, 
packaged in burlap, to the Cunard 
wharf in New York City, where it was 
loaded onto the Lusitania. It quite 
evidently accounts for the item on 
the ship’s manifest of 3,813 40-pound 
containers of “cheese,” which were 
shipped along with 696 containers of 
“butter.” That these packages were not 
butter and cheese is clear: they were 
not shipped in refrigerated compart- 
ments; their destination was listed as 
the Royal Navy’s Weapons Testing 
Establishment; and no one filed an in- 
surance claim for the lost “butter and 
cheese.” 


Of course, the collector of customs, Dud- 
ley Field Malone, who was appointed by 
President Wilson, didn’t question the 
lack of refrigeration for the dairy prod- 
ucts. When reports appeared in the press 
suspecting the internal explosions were 
the real cause of the Lusitania s sinking, 
President Wilson ordered Robert Lan- 
sing to find out if there was any contra- 
band on board. Colin Simpson related 
the happenings: 


Lansing had a detailed report in writ- 


ing from Malone by noon, which 
stated that “practically all her cargo 
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was contraband of some kind” and 
listed great quantities of munitions. 
Nevertheless, Lansing and Wilson 
were the first to realize that if it be- 
came public that over 100 American 
lives had been lost because of the 
Administration’s lax interpretation of 
neutrality, it would be most unlikely 
for them to survive the inevitable po- 
litical holocaust. 


Suspicions were also raised by the lack 
of rescue assistance by the British Navy. 
When the Lusitania transmitted its SOS 
signal, Vice-Admiral Sir Henry Coke dis- 
patched every ship he had at his disposal 
including the cruiser Juno, the ship that 
had been ordered to abandon its convoy 
responsibilities. But soon after, in a bizarre 
turn of events, the Juno was ordered back 
to port by Admiral Lord Fisher without 
rescuing any passengers. Simpson gives 
this account: 


Admiral Oliver received the signal 
shortly before 3 p.m. and at once 
took it to Fisher, who seemed to take 
the news calmly. It was not until Oli- 
ver mentioned that the Juno was on 
her way and would doubtless wire- 
less a full report that Fisher seemed 


to react. He ordered the Juno to be 
recalled at once.... The Juno was in 
sight of the survivors in the water 
when she received the recall signal 
and turned back to Queenstown; as 
a result almost two hours elapsed 
before the first rescue ships started 
picking up survivors. 


Within days of the sinking, American 
businessman C. R. Meissner, who was 
convinced the Lusitania was sunk by ex- 
plosive cargo rather than by the torpedo, 
organized a petition drive to get Congress 
to place an embargo on shipping arms and 
ammunition out of the country. In a May 
12 New York Times article, buried on page 
5, he related his activities: 


C.R. Meissner, of the importing firm 
of G. E. Meissner & Bros., 31 Union 
Square, who is frankly pro-German 
and justifies the sinking of the Lusita- 
nia, is conducting a personal endless 
chain campaign by petition to have 
President Wilson call an extra session 
of Congress so that an embargo can 
be placed upon the shipping abroad 
of arms and ammunition. 

Through the circularization of 
business houses, public bodies, the 


King George V, when he met with House later that day, was more 
specific, asking, “Colonel, what will America do if the Germans sink 


the Lusttan1a?” 


37 


AP Images 


churches and citizens in general, Mr. 
Meissner has obtained about 15,000 
signatures. 


Meissner’s obviously German name and 
his occupation in the import business show 
a strong possibility that he had economic 
reasons for his activism. He, like many 
other Americans, was angry at the Brit- 
ish for lost business caused by the Brit- 
ish blockade. Farmers and ranchers, being 
in the business of producing food to feed 
hungry people, were understandably not 
on board with the hunger blockade either. 
Despite the strong possibility of impure 
motives by some of the people involved, 
it shows there was a significant minority 
within the United States that did not want 
to be part of World War I and, if we were 
to take a side in the war, some would be 
on the side of Germany. 

There were opponents of the war on 
Capitol Hill, as well. Senator Robert La 
Follete of Wisconsin argued it was a vio- 
lation of the intent of the Passenger Act 
of 1882 for a ship coming into or depart- 
ing from a U.S. port to have both pas- 
sengers and explosive cargo on board. 
Congressman Charles Lindbergh, Sr. (the 
father of the famed aviator) was opposed 
to the war, as well. 

The United States wasn’t about to be in 
the war within the month as Edward Man- 
dell House had predicted on the evening 
of the Lusitania ’s sinking. One of the men 
close to President Wilson was Robert Lan- 
sing, who urged caution, as Simpson noted: 
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Tried to do right: Secretary of State 
William Jennings Bryan wanted to 

accept Germany’s offer to submit to 

an impartial investigation under The 
Hague agreement of October 18, 1 
1907. Bryan resigned after President 
Wilson refused Germany’s offer and 

chose to blame Germany instead. 


Lansing had his political ear closer 
to the ground than the others, and 
knew that armed intervention by the 
United States would never be carried 
through Congress. He counseled an 
immediate break in diplomatic rela- 
tions with Germany but suggested 
that the U.S. be confined to the role 
of Allied supplier and creditor until 
the opportune political and financial 
moment, which he saw as some time 
shortly after the Presidential elec- 
tion of 1916. 


German Government Requests 
Official Investigation 

Amid numerous official notes and re- 
sponses between the governments in- 
volved, the German government on May 
29 transmitted an official note to the U.S. 
government that attempted to have an of- 
ficial international investigation of the 
Lusitania’s sinking. The German note re- 
peated previous assertions that the Lusita- 
nia had explosives illegally on board, had 
cannons on board, and was using Ameri- 
can citizens as protection. 

This note also included a formal offer 
by the German government to have the 
Lusitania incident investigated by “an in- 
ternational call on the International Com- 
mission of Inquiry, as provided by Article 
Ill. of The Hague agreement of Oct. 18, 
1907.” Article 3 of that agreement said: 


A belligerent party which violates the 
provisions of the said Regulations 


shall, if the case demands, be liable to 
pay compensation. It shall be respon- 
sible for all acts committed by persons 
forming part of its armed forces. 


Germany was willing, if found wrong, to 
be held responsible for the sinking and 
pay compensation. Secretary of State 
William Jennings Bryan was willing to 
accept the German offer, but President 
Wilson refused. 

An investigation under Article 3 of The 
Hague agreement in a neutral country could 
have asked why the British Navy withdrew 
its convoy ship, the Juno, and then ordered 
it back to port without rescuing survivors. 
It could have asked about the butter and 
cheese. It could have questioned dock- 
workers to identify the dairy that supplied 
the dairy products that didn’t need refrigera- 
tion. It could have asked whether or not the 
Lusitania had been retrofitted with artillery 
at Queenstown, making it a Q-boat. 


An Irate American Demands Answers 
On June 3, one of the surviving American 
passengers from the Lusitania, F. J. Gaunt- 
lett, once back on American soil and free 
from British censorship, wasted no time 
in contacting the newspapers, expressing 
his displeasure with the British Admiralty. 
A New York Times article that should have 
had a front-page headline, but was on page 
two of the June 4 issue, explained: 


F. J. Gauntlett, a Director of the 
Newport News Drydock and Ship- 
building Company, who was a pas- 
senger on the Lusitania when she 
was torpedoed, returned to New 
York yesterday on the American 
liner Philadelphia, bringing the 
body of Arthur L. Hopkins, the 
President of his company, who was a 
victim of the disaster. Mr. Gauntlett 
appeared to be very bitter against the 
British Admiralty because destroy- 
ers were not sent to the rescue of the 
drowning passengers. 

“When I was landed in Queens- 
town after the sinking of the Lusita- 
nia,” said Mr. Gauntlett, “I was very 
much surprised to find several tor- 
pedo boat destroyers inside the har- 
bor which were under the orders of 
a superannuated naval officer. I went 
to this officer asked him why the de- 
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stroyers had not gone out after get- 
ting the S O S call from the Lusitania, 
and he replied that he was under Ad- 
miralty orders not to risk the boats.” 


The British Navy was supposedly afraid 
to rescue the survivors of the Lusitania 
because of a lone German submarine. 
Gaunlett didn’t buy that flimsy excuse. 
Being a director of a shipbuilding com- 
pany, he knew a torpedo boat destroyer 
when he saw one and knew they didn’t 
run from U-boats. Gauntlett, obviously 
a man who retained his senses during a 
crisis and had a keen eye for observing 
details despite the traumatic experience, 
also stated definitely that only one tor- 
pedo hit the Lusitania. 


Edward Mandell House 

Returns to the United States 

On June 5 Edward Mandell House board- 
ed the U.S. liner St. Paul and returned to 
the United States. It’s worthy of note that 
he followed German advice and sailed on 
a U.S. ship. Also, even though it wasn’t 
necessary to escort an American liner 


Choose 


Freedom 


STOP ETRADEAgenda 


y 


facebook 


from Liverpool to Fastnet, the British 
Navy supplied two torpedo boat destroy- 
ers for House’s ship. F. M. Passow, the 
captain of the St. Paul, confirmed this 
to the New York Times when the St. Paul 
arrived in New York on June 13, and it 
was on the front page the next day. Cap- 
tain Passow added that the British ship 
Orduna, which departed Liverpool three 
hours earlier, had no naval escort. 


William Jennings Bryan 
Resigns as Secretary of State 
On June 8 William Jennings Bryan re- 
signed his position as secretary of state 
because he disagreed with President Wil- 
son’s proposed note to Germany holding 
Germany solely responsible for the loss 
of American lives aboard the Lusitania 
and Wilson’s refusal to investigate Ger- 
man allegations before taking action. 
Robert Welch said of William Jennings 
Bryan, “He was a completely honorable 
and intellectually honest, patriotic Amer- 
ican, possessed of great oratorical capa- 
bility, who seldom knew what he was 
talking about.” This time Bryan knew 
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what he was talking about, and he was 
right to refuse to concur with Wilson on 
the note to Germany. But by resigning his 
position as secretary of state he removed 
himself from a position where he might 
have been able to keep us out of World 
War I. Robert Lansing was appointed as 
Bryan’s successor. President Wilson ran 
for reelection on the slogan “He Kept Us 
Out of War” and then promptly got us 
into that war after winning reelection. 
We could have and should have stayed 
completely out of World War I. 

Germany committed her share of 
wrongs in World War I, including her in- 
vasion of Belgium and use of chemical 
weapons. But Germany wasn’t the only 
country that acted like Barbarian Huns 
at times during the war. As William Jen- 
nings Bryan said, “The killing of inno- 
cent women and children cannot be justi- 
fied, whether the killing is by drowning 
or starving.” 


Acknowledgements: Lusitania by Colin Simpson, 
“False Flag at Sea — Lusitania” by James Perloff; 
and Architects of Conspiracy by William P. Hoar 
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Final Rally 


The Indianapolis Star reported out of In- 
dianapolis, Indiana, on March 23 about a 
homeowner who was forced to fatally shoot 
an intruder who was also his brother. The 
Indianapolis Metropolitan Police Depart- 
ment was called to a reported break-in 
and shooting, and discovered 34-year-old 
Demond Anderson dead at the scene. The 
brother, Derrick Anderson, told the police 
that Demond had broken the rear window 
of his house to gain entry. Derrick called 
police as soon as the break-in started but 
was forced to confront his brother before 
police could arrive. According to the local 
Fox Affiliate, FOX59, Derrick told authori- 
ties that he had problems with his brother 
breaking in to his home and stealing weap- 
ons in the past, and he believed Demond 
was breaking in with the intention of steal- 
ing a gun hidden in the basement. 

Demond apparently was the black sheep 
of the family, with prior felony convictions 
and arrests for possession of a handgun and 
stolen property. Sister-in-law Mary Ander- 
son explained to FOX59 that Derrick didn’t 
want to shoot his brother, but that Demond 
“broke in our house a few times, I don’t 
know how many times.” Mary further ex- 
plained to FOX59 that Demond exhibited 
violent tendencies toward Derrick and that 
Demond “had previously shot in our win- 
dows.... I had called police. They had ar- 
rested him with a handgun.” As a matter 
of fact, earlier in the month, Derrick had 
reported his troubled brother to the India- 
napolis Metropolitan Police Department at 
least three times. Demond was finally ar- 
rested, but two days later was released on 
his own recognizance. Mary questioned 
why the brother was released and thought 
that act contributed to the fatal self-de- 
fense shooting. Mary told FOXS9, “You 
should’ ve took your time and did your job 
and maybe a life would’ve been saved.... 
We was hoping this would be the final rally 
for him but it really turned out to be the 
final rally and ended up different.” 

FOX59 would later report, on April 5, 
that a Marion Superior Court clerk was 
fired from her job after it was determined 
that she accidentally released Demond 
shortly before the fatal shooting. Demond 
was arrested and jailed for shooting at his 
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brother’s house a week earlier, but after an 
initial hearing where the prosecutors asked 
for additional time to file formal charges, 
Demond was ordered released by Judicial 
Officer Peggy Ryan Hart. A statement was 
released admitting Demond was “wrong- 
fully released due to a clerical error made 
by a court staff member” and that “the 
employee is no longer employed by the 
Marion Superior Court.” 


Knife-wielding Burglar 
KOB.com out of Albuquerque, New Mex- 
ico, reported on March 23 that a knife- 
wielding intruder broke in to a family’s 
house. The Albuquerque police reported 
that they received a call around | a.m. 
from a woman who said that her husband 
shot a man who broke in to their home. 
The intruder was armed with a knife and 
forced his way into the house through a 
screen door, before he was confronted by 
the husband. The husband was armed with 
a pistol and fired at the dangerous burglar, 
fatally injuring the suspect. Authorities ar- 
rived on the scene and found a dead man, 
with a knife lying next to his body. Ac- 
cording to police, there was a prior service 
call several hours earlier involving the 
same man, who was causing a disturbance 
in the neighborhood. Neighbors told KOB. 
com that the husband and wife have a one- 
year-old son and the wife is pregnant with 
the couple’s second child. Authorities told 
KOB.com that the homeowner won’t face 
any charges since he was defending him- 
self and his family. Authorities did con- 
firm that the deceased suspect was previ- 
ously convicted of burglary, escaping jail, 
and battery against a household member. 


Car Crime 


The Chattanooga Times Free Press out 
of Tennessee reported on March 27 about 
an attempted robbery at a car dealership 
that didn’t go the way the masked gun- 
man was hoping. Authorities reported that 
a man burst into Miller Auto Sales at 1:50 
p.m. waving a gun and demanding money. 
A worker inside the dealership grabbed a 
pistol and fired at the robber, critically 
injuring him. The injured suspect was 


taken to a nearby hospital and later died. 
The deceased suspect was later identified 
as 32-year-old Demetrius Birt. The de- 
ceased suspect’s aunt, Patricia Harris, told 
the ABC affiliate in Chattanooga that her 
nephew “wasn’t an angel but he wasn’t a 
devil. I’m not going to stand here and say 
that he was the best child in the world. He 
was a sweet child. But he took things.... 
I can see the people shooting him in the 
arm, the leg somewhere to stop you until 
the police got there. But he got shot in the 
chest and the back from what we heard.” 

Police are ruling the incident a justifi- 
able homicide, and no charges will be 
filed. Larry Essex, a customer at Miller 
Auto Sales, told the Chattanooga Times 
Free Press that the shop’s owner always 
kept a gun nearby since the area has had 
a series of robberies. Even though Essex 
wasn’t there at the time of the shooting, he 
expressed support for the worker who shot 
the would-be robber. “I’d have shot him, 
too,” Essex told the newspaper. 


“If You Want to Be a Punk” 


LEX18.com out of Lexington, Kentucky, 
reported on April 6 about a break-in that 
resulted in an intruder being shot to death 
by a resident. Authorities reported that the 
deceased suspect broke in to the house and 
began physically fighting with the home- 
owner. Thankfully, the homeowner was 
armed with a handgun and was able to fire 
several shots at the intruder, fatally injur- 
ing the suspect. State police are still inves- 
tigating the shooting, but they believe the 
incident was a random burglary attempt. 
Even though the investigation is still on- 
going, that hasn’t stopped online com- 
menters on LEX18.com from expressing 
their views about the self-defense shoot- 
ing. “Teresa” wrote, “Well, if you want to 
be a punk, then you gotta take your chanc- 
es on the consequences. Hope to see more 
of this happen to the criminals out there. 
The good people need to take a stand on 
protecting their premises.” 

“Ron” agreed and wrote, “What I have 
always stated, more gun control ... a firm 
grip with a steady trigger pull. Works most 
every time.” Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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When the Rich Get Soaked, 
Why Do We Get Wet? 


ITEM: Jn an article in Politico for March 4, 
Reid Epstein wrote that President Obama’s 
$3.901 trillion budget would “would raise 
taxes on the rich” and “expand tax credits 
for the poor and middle class.” The budget 
seeks “$651 billion in new revenue from 
the rich” and changes in the tax code; it 
“cuts the size and pay of the military, and 
expands or creates a series of social pro- 
grams the president has long touted.” 

While unveiling the budget in a public- 
school classroom in Washington, D.C., 
on March 3, Obama said: “Our budget is 
about choices.... As a country we’ve got to 
make a decision if we’re going to protect 
tax breaks for the wealthiest Americans or 
if we are going to make smart investments.” 
IreM: A “fact sheet” issued by the Office 
of Management and Budget, dated Feb- 
ruary 2 and posted on the White House 
website, highlights what it terms “Middle 
Class Economics for the 21st Century.” 
This means, says the Obama administra- 
tion document, “ensuring that all Ameri- 
cans have the opportunity to succeed in 
our global economy and all working fam- 
ilies can afford the cornerstones of eco- 
nomic security: child care, college, health 
care, a home, and retirement.”’ 

Item: In an editorial in the New York 
Times for February 3, the voice of the 
“liberal” establishment notes: “The core 
of the presidents 2016 budget is a plan to 
boost the middle class by helping low- and 
middle-income earners ... and by vastly 
expanding investment in the nation’s in- 
frastructure.” 
ITEM: Jn response to a question on March 
2, White House Press Secretary Josh 
Earnest confirmed that President Barack 
Obama is indeed “very interested” in the 
idea of raising taxes through unilateral 
executive action. 

As the press secretary acknowledged, 
the president “certainly has not indicated 
any reticence in using his executive au- 
thority to try and advance an agenda.” 
CORRECTION: It is getting a lot more diffi- 
cult to support the government in a manner 
to which it has become accustomed — in 
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Growing: President Obama's budget plan for the budget year that begins October 1 calls for $4 
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trillion in spending and increased taxes on the wealthy and corporations, though studies show 
that with the direct and indirect costs of such taxation, they do more harm than good. 


large part because the federal government 
would have us believe somebody else is 
footing the bill for all the wondrous things 
it is “ensuring” for the middle class. 

Over and again we have been told that 
only the “rich” are going to be soaked, 
when what is really bound to happen is 
that the middle class will have to make 
up the difference for all those promises. 
The fact that the president is willing, even 
eager, to impose taxes in an unconstitu- 
tional manner only makes matters worse. 

Some members of the House Ways and 
Means Committee, which is supposed to be 
responsible for tax-writing legislation, have 
taken issue with the president’s penchant 
for skating around the Constitution. As one 
representative noted in a recent letter to the 
president: “Article 1, Section 8, of the U.S. 
Constitution is clear on this matter — only 
Congress has the power to tax.” 

The fact that Obama used to teach about 
the Constitution, however, has not made 
him a devotee. He probably thinks it quaint 
that some government leaders really pre- 
dicted “future happiness for Americans 
if they can prevent the government from 
wasting the labors of the people under the 
pretense of taking care of them.” After all, 


what did that reactionary codger Thomas 
Jefferson know about ObamaCare? 

The rich are in fact already being hard 
hit by the progressive nature of the federal 
income tax scale. Recent official figures 
show, for instance, that the top one per- 
cent of earners pay 35 percent of federal 
income taxes. But there aren’t enough of 
the rich to fill the government’s expanding 
requirements. The top 10 percent pay fully 
68 percent of federal income taxes. The 
bottom 50 percent pay but three percent of 
the total. That is not the “fair share” that 
demagogues like to publicize. 

The amount of taxation on the populace 
does matter, whether politicians are willing 
to admit it or not. Yet, we seem destined 
to keep ignoring the lesson promulgated by 
France’s Frédéric Bastiat in the mid-19th 
century: “Government is the great fiction 
through which everybody endeavors to live 
at the expense of everybody else.” 

Piling on more taxes, President Obama’s 
policies to the contrary notwithstanding, re- 
ally does not make the economy healthier. 
(Never mind that it is also the bane of lib- 
erty.) Each year, around the time that most 
Americans are filling out income tax forms 
(or hiring someone to do so since the sys- 
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tem is so intricate and convoluted), the Tax 
Foundation calculates what it calls Tax Free- 
dom Day. This is the date at which Ameri- 
cans (on average) can essentially begin to 
keep what they made from their labors. 

This year that date fell on April 24 for 
the average American. As the foundation 
notes, that is 114 days into the calendar 
year. For 2015, Americans will pay ap- 
proximately $3.3 trillion in federal taxes 
and $1.5 trillion in state and local taxes — 
about 31 percent of the nation’s income. 
(And these figures do not take into account 
many government “fees” nor increased 
costs owing to government rules and regu- 
lations — think ObamaCare, for instance.) 

Collectively, and frighteningly, over the 
course of the year Americans will spend 
more on taxes than on food, clothing, and 
housing combined. The foundation also 
points out that if the calculation included 
federal borrowing, which represents future 
taxes owed, Tax Freedom Day would be 
14 days later, on May 8. By way of com- 
parison, if the same calculation were made 
in 1900, Tax Freedom Day would have 
been on January 22. Back then, Ameri- 
cans collectively paid 5.9 percent of their 
income on taxes (compared to the 31 per- 
cent now). 

As is often the case in such matters, 
the change was sold as one that promoted 
equity. 

When the federal income tax was enact- 
ed, after the passage of the 16th Amend- 
ment in 1913, it covered relatively few 
people. Just the rich were to be hit, said 
proponents. But when that camel’s nose 
got into the proverbial tent, the federal 
tax was a flat one percent on income over 
$3,000 ($4,000 for a married couple). That 
included income on wages, rents, divi- 
dends, interest, and capital gains, among 
others. The tax form was two pages long 
and written simply. That was the thin edge 
of the wedge. There was a surtax levied in 
1913 of six percent on very high incomes 
— making the highest earners liable to a 
seven-percent tax. Not that many people 
were affected: Between 1913 and 1915, 
just two percent of the American popula- 
tion was liable to income taxation. (The 
source for most of the above is A History 
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of Taxation and Expenditure in the West- 
ern World, Carolyn Webber and Aaron 
Wildavsky.) 

There’s another proverb that is apt when 
it comes to taxation, this one a Russian 
one: Do not dig a hole for somebody else, 
lest you fall in it yourself. 

The hole we made for others has now 
ensnared us. The president’s latest $4 tril- 
lion budget includes, by some calcula- 
tions, an increase of $16 trillion in taxes 
over a decade. And even if that mammoth 
budget were to be passed as written, it 
never even professes to balance. 

Nothing effective in the proposed bud- 
get was offered to deal with the problem 
of “entitlements” such as Social Secu- 
rity, Medicare, and Medicaid. (The White 
House no doubt would argue otherwise — 
since the Obama administration pretends 
that legalizing millions of illegal immi- 
grants will be an additional source of in- 
come, not a drain on resources.) Yet, such 
entitlements, plus interest on the National 
Debt, are expected to be responsible for an 
astounding 85 percent of projected spend- 
ing growth in the next 10 years. 
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A Heritage Foundation compendium, 
written by Romina Boccia and Michael 
Sargent, points out: 


Obama’s budget ... fails to sub- 
stantively reform entitlement pro- 
grams, which comes as no surprise. 
Obama’s signature law — Obam- 
acare — is responsible for 44 per- 
cent of the increase in entitlement 
spending over the next decade. 

While the Administration claims 
its plan would reduce the cumula- 
tive deficit over 10 years (it increas- 
es the 2016 deficit from the Con- 
gressional Budget Office-projected 
$467 billion to $474 billion), it cer- 
tainly does not do so by curtailing 
spending; rather, deficits are tamed 
through massive tax increases — a 
threat to the economy that is just 
now showing signs of life. 

Even with $1.6 trillion in tax in- 
creases, the deficit will still grow 
to almost $700 billion at the end of 
the decade, adding another $6 tril- 
lion in cumulative debt to the $18 


Ouch: For 2015, Americans will pay approximately $4.8 trillion in taxes — about 31 percent of 
the nation’s income. And these figures don’t count many government “fees” nor increased costs 
owing to government rules and regulations — think ObamaCare, for instance. 
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trillion the federal government has 
already amassed. 


Squeezing harder becomes counterpro- 
ductive in short order. This is a point that 
was addressed not long ago in Jnvestor’s 
Business Daily by former Ford Adminis- 
tration Treasury official Ernie Christian 
and Reagan Treasury Department offi- 
cial Gary Robbins. They noted that it is 
a basic economic axiom that many fed- 
eral taxes, regulations, and spending pro- 
grams create incentives for people not to 
work, save, or invest. Such “government- 
induced changes in behavior set off a 
chain reaction of macroeconomic effects 
that impair GDP growth, kill jobs, lower 
incomes and restrict upward mobility, 
especially among lower- and middle- 
income families.” 

In particular, they looked at both the 
direct and indirect costs of the income tax: 


The income tax is a two-part tax, one 
acknowledged and one deliberately 
concealed. First, almost $2 trillion of 
income tax is collected by the IRS for 
government to spend for presumably 
beneficial purposes. 

Then there is the tax-induced eco- 
nomic damage, a stealth tax, indi- 
rectly picked from people’s pockets 
in the form of fewer jobs and lower 
incomes. This stealth tax is $3.2 tril- 
lion each year.... Economists often 
refer to the stealth tax as a dead- 
weight loss.... When the $2 trillion 
of income tax taken directly out of 
the economy by the IRS is added to 
the $3.2 trillion of indirect economic 
cost, the total private-sector cost of 
the income tax is $5.2 trillion. 


In other words, this is going to hurt more 
than it helps. Christian and Robbins cal- 
culate that when the Internal Revenue 
Service collects one dollar of tax from 
corporations, “the damage to the overall 
economy is about $4.” In similar fashion, 


a dollar of tax on capital gains sets off 


a ripple effect that does about $6 of 
damage. Poison pills such as capital- 
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izing (instead of expensing) the job- 
creating cost of machinery and equip- 
ment, taxing dividends, double-taxing 
personal saving and imposing high tax 
rates result in stealth taxes ranging 
from $3 to $8 per dollar of revenues. 


Of course, that is not how the gambit is 
promoted. Washington, we are assured, 
wants to “invest” in our future. So the 
president would like to push through an 
increase in the capital-gains tax. Yet, most 
folks in the real world — which gener- 
ally means those outside of Washington, 
D.C. — understand that if you want more 
investing, you don’t get it by cranking up 
investment taxes. 

Even most of the (more overtly) social- 
ist countries of Europe seem to recognize 
this. A piece in the Fiscal Times recently 
took note of a report about investments 
in nations belonging to the Organization 
for Economic Co-operation and Develop- 
ment. The 29-percent average combined 
capital gains top tax rate in the United 
States, according to the report, “is more 
than 5 percentage points higher than the 
Organization for Economic Co-opera- 
tion and Development’s weighted aver- 
age of 23 percent. This makes America’s 
top rate the sixth highest among the 34 


OECD countries. Nine OECD countries 
do not tax capital gains income.” 

As Jared Meyer observed in the Fiscal 
Times: 


When capital gains taxes are ap- 
plied to income already subject to 
America’s 39 percent top corporate 
tax rate, the combined tax burden 
on U.S. gains can reach 56 percent. 
High taxes are one reason that some 
U.S. corporations are moving more 
of their operations and staff overseas. 


Had enough? Well, if you are shuffling off 
this mortal coil anytime soon, the govern- 
ment isn’t done with you. In the plans the 
president announced during his State of 
the Union Address earlier this year, cover- 
ing capital gains and inheritance taxes, he 
mentioned what would become significant 
changes. His proposal, if implemented, 
would make estate taxes in this country 
the highest in the industrialized world. The 
plans would produce a “death tax” rate, if 
state inheritance taxes are included, as 
high as 68 percent. 

Yep, leave it to the government: Not 
only does it make the cost of living higher, 
it also boosts the cost of dying. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !.\5 WORD 


BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Obama Legitimizes the Castro-led Tyranny 


t the April 9-11 meeting of 
the Summit of the Ameri- 
cas in Panama, President 


Barack Obama shook hands with 
Cuba’s beaming Raul Castro, and 
the two sat for an hour-long, one- 
on-one conference. The chummy 
get-together was the first time 
since this gathering of the West- 
ern Hemisphere’s leaders began in 
1994 that a U.S. president hasn’t 
blocked attendance by Cuba’s dic- 
tatorial leader. Obama had just re- 
cently announced a new policy to- 
ward the island nation, one eagerly 
sought by the Castro brothers. 

Raul Castro, the younger brother of the aging and physically 
limited Fidel, couldn’t have been happier. Being accorded dig- 
nity by the nation he and his brother have always referred to as 
the “Great Satan,” he told reporters that he considered Obama 
“honest,” but he used his time at the microphone to lash out at 
the United States for its history of “oppressing Cuba.” But the 
leading oppressors of Cuba were he and his brother. He surely 
didn’t want to mention that he, Fidel, and a rag-tag few others 
would never have seized control of Cuba without critical help 
from the U.S. government. 

Cuba fell to Castro-led tyranny on January 1, 1959. Two years 
earlier, U.S. Ambassador to Havana Arthur Gardner informed 
his superiors in Washington that the Cuban revolutionary fight- 
ing in the hills was a dangerous communist. The Eisenhower 
administration’s State Department reacted by replacing Gardner, 
even stopping him from meeting with his successor, an unusu- 
al development. Nevertheless, the new ambassador, Earl E.T. 
Smith, learned the truth about the Castros and reported those 
findings to Washington. He was ignored. Separately, the U.S. 
ambassador to Mexico also reported that Castro was a commu- 
nist, and he, too, was ignored. 

While these official warnings were being pigeonholed, the 
United States cut off all support for Cuban leader Fulgencio Ba- 
tista, who fled to Europe. Fidel Castro came to the United States, 
received a hero’s welcome in Washington, and won gushing 
praise from the U.S. media. Robert Welch, who had just launched 
The John Birch Society, had already published the truth about 
Castro before the takeover, but his reach at the time was limited. 
Later findings by the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 
after Castro admitted he’d been a communist all his adult life, 
concluded that operatives within the State Department led by a 
man named William Wieland had brought about the installation of 
a communist-led government only 90 miles from Florida. 

There was no house-cleaning at the State Department when 
John Kennedy succeeded Dwight Eisenhower in January 1961. 
Instead there was more betrayal, directly of the Cubans and in- 
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directly of the American people. 
On April 17, 1961, a mere three 
months after JFK took office, 1,400 
anti-Castro Cubans landed at Cu- 
ba’s Bay of Pigs. Trained and sup- 
plied by the U.S. State Department 
and the CIA, they were promised 
air support, told that underground 
Cuban patriots within the island 
nation would rise and join them, 
and assured that victory would be 
theirs. But the air support was can- 
celled by President Kennedy, the 
promised rendezvous with other 
forces never materialized, and the 
invaders were speedily defeated. 
Some were killed, and most ended up in filthy dungeons. 

It didn’t take long for the Soviet Union to boast that it had a 
new ally in Castro. Russia’s aid to Cuba kept the Castro regime 
afloat, and Moscow even sent Russian troops and air power to 
sustain their newest comrades. In September 1962, the Kennedy 
administration reluctantly admitted that Soviet missiles in Cuba 
were “offensive not defensive,” and the world was told of the 
possibility of a nuclear war. The United States erected a blockade 
around Cuba, the Soviet missiles were removed, and the Ameri- 
can people breathed a sigh of relief. Few ever found out that Presi- 
dent Kennedy had given Soviet leader Khrushchev a guarantee 
that the United States would never attempt to liberate Cuba. 

Over the decades, countless thousands have fled Cuba seeking 
freedom, and much of southern Florida has become “‘little Ha- 
vana.”” How many desperate Cubans never succeeded in reaching 
Florida in their small boats and rickety rafts isn’t known. But 
there were plenty who failed in their desperate dashes trying to 
escape tyranny. 

For more than 50 years, the Castro brothers have ruled Cuba 
with iron fists. The small Caribbean nation that had the high- 
est standard of living of any country in Latin America became 
a land of privation, where only those favored by government 
enjoyed the good life. 

Over the years, the continuing existence of a communist 
government in Cuba has encouraged numerous leftists and 
crypto-communists to gain control of other Latin American 
governments. The America-hating regime in Venezuela is now 
Cuba’s most important ally, replacing Russia. Both nations are 
economic basket-cases, now given a new dose of legitimacy by 
the recent moves of President Obama. 

Meanwhile, the American people, many of whom support 
normalization of relations with Cuba, have virtually no under- 
standing that communism would not have come to power in 
Cuba to begin with if not for duplicity by the U.S. government. 
Nor is there much understanding of the rising tide of commu- 
nism in Central and South America. 
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